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Mr. STANTON, 


Sire to 


of Kent I have 1 


questior 


discuss this q 


House has none. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
it, and | announce that to the gentleman now, and 
[ hope he will allow me to say I do 
not want the gentleman to rvevious 
question. 

Mr. STANTON. I had int 


House should 


I havea desire to dis 


something. 
the | 


move 


ended to do so,u 
less the manifest a desire to d 
cuss it. 

Mr. FITCH. Lalso desire to discuss it. 

Mr. STANLY. Will my friend [Mr. Sran 
TON] heara si iggestion ? l suggest that the con 
sider: ition of this matter be postponed until M 
day, a day which we generally waste, and in th 
mean time this report can be printed in the Globe, 
and every member 
see it. 

Mr. POLK. Will not the gentleman make a 
motion to have the report and resolution printed, 
and their consideration postponed till 
next? 

Mr. STANLY. I would rather say Monday 
next, as that isa day we usually give to miscella- 
neous matters, and we generally throw it away. 
However, I do not care what time is fixed ; 
I only make the suggestion. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 simply 
the remark , that the resolution we have press 
is in the languageof the law— it is literally the 
itself; and the Joint Committee on Printing desir 
to know of the House, whether they are bound to 
obey the law as it stands uy pon the st book, 
or to obey the instructions of the House? If re- 
quired to obey the instructions of House, 
against the law, we cannot do it, and our dut 
are at an end; and so far as Lam in dividually co! 
cerned, I shall be compelled to wash my |! 
it, and so also will the rest of the committee. 

In reference to the postponement of this matter, 

I desire to say that I think it extremely doubtf 

whether the report can be printed at as ¢ urly a 

period as Monday. I think it impossible to have 

it printed by that time. If the consideration of it wi 

is postponed until Wednesday next, her Mr 
day thereafter, it can be print ad. mv ft 

Mr. POLK. If the gentleman willallow me,I examine 
will move that the report be printed, and that the upon my 
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: order, and it is the duty of the Chair to enforce 
order. 
Mr. FLORENCE. 1 move to strike out 
“* Wednesday ,”’ and to insert in its stead ** Mon- 
day.”’ That is debatable, as 1 understand. I can 
state the reasons that operate upon me in moving 
it. 

Tne SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Gentlemen have been speak- 
ing upon this and the other side of the House this 
morning on this subject, and all that I now desire, 
is to correct an erroneous impression entertained 
by some members of the House that this report 
could not be printed by Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair indulged gentle- 
men upon all sides so long as no objection was 
interposed. When, however, the gentleman ad- 
dressed the Chair proposing to debate the ques- 
tion, he was called to order from all sides of the 
Hall. 
der. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to submit a statement. 

(Cries of No!" * No!” ‘* Hear him!"’] 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to submit a few 
' reasons why the question should not be postponed. 

[Cries of ** Order!”’ ‘* Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is again called 
to order. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. POLK. I move that the gentleman from 


{Laughter, and cries of ‘* Agreed !’’ ** Agreed !”’] 

Mr. CARTTER,. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Chair as to whether the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Poitx] moves the printing of the 
report, and the various propositions with regard 
to the public printing? 

The SPEAKER. There is but one proposition 
before the House, and that is to postpone the con- 
sideration of the report until Wednesday next, 
unless the gentleman from Pennsylvania insists 
upon his amendment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
tion. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. If the call for 
the previous question be sustained, in what con- 
dition will it place the report? 

The SPEAKER. The seconding of the call 
for the previous question will bring the House to 
a direct vote upon the resolution of the commit- 
tee. 

j Mr. BROWN. 
; The SPEAKER. 


I do not. 
I call for the previous ques- 


” 


Precluding all amendments? 
It would be to exclude all 

4 amendments and all debate. 

4 Mr. GORMAN. IL hope neither the Chair nor 

; the gentleman from Mississippi will make a speech 
upon the subject, unless I am heard. 

Mr. BROWN. [ trust that the call for the pre- 
vious question will not be sustained. 

' The SPEAKER. The Chair calls gentlemen 
‘on all sides to order, and will endeavor to keep 
himself in order. 

The question was then taken upon the demand 
for the previous question, and it was not seconded, 
there being upon a division—ayes 45, noes 98. 

Mr. BROWN. What is the motion now before 

’ the House? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Po.x] to postpone the 


' until Wednesday next. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the mover of that motion 
to give me an opportunity to simply give notice of 
my intention to offer the amendment, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read, to the resolution of 









' Mr. POLK. I object. 
Mr. BROWN. 

the reading of the amendment? 
' Mr. POLK. I ought to be no more generous 
to the gentleman than he has been t» the commit- 







ment. 


The amendment was then read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 







Resolved, That the House of Representatives has the 
right to direct the Committee on Printing as to the manner 
in which they shall discharge their duty in procuring the 
execution of the public printing, and that it is the duty of 
said committee to procure the printing to be done in the 
manner pointed out by the House of Representatives. 


Mr. STANLY. I hope the gentleman will 
amend his proposed amendment, so that it will 
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It is the duty of the Chair to preserve or- | 


° » | 
yet dbeaggp be allowed to print his speech. || 


: resolution reported by the Committee on Printing, || 


the committee, and to ask that it shall be printed. | 


Does the gentleman object to 


tee; but I do not object to the reading of the amend- | 





| 


_read, ‘* and any law to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing.”” 


| Mr. BROWN. 


I will do no such thing. Iam 


able to show that that resolution is right when I 
| have the opportunity. 
The SPEAKER. 
|| der. 
|| ‘The question was then taken upon the motion 
| to postpone the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee until Wednesday next, and it was agreed 
to. 
| The SPEAKER. The first business now in 
'| order is the consideration of a private bill, which 
| was reported from a Committee of the Whole on 
Friday last. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask the 
/ unanimous consent of the House to allow me to 
report back from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the Senate bill ** for the relief of the widows and 
relations of certain officers and seamen of the Uni- 
ted States brig Washington, lost overboard in a 
hurricane, 
Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the rules be 


suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 


Discussion is not now in or- 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union upon the special order. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, I move that 

the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 

|| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
| Private Calendar. 

Mr. STANTON. LI hope unanimous consent 
will be granted for the purpose | have named. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia insists upon his motion, that the House go 
ito the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union, it amounts to an objection to the gen- 
tleman’s request. 

Mr. McMULLIN. With great respect for the 
| gentleman, | do insist upon the motion | have sub- 
mitted. I desire that the homestead bill may be 
disposed of as soon as may be. 

Mr. STANTON. I wish merely to refer the 
| bill I desire to report to the Committee of the 
| Whole. 

Mr. McMULLIN., I will withdraw, if the 
gentleman will renew my motion after he has ac- 
complished his object. 
|| Mr. STANTON. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
senting a report. 

Mr. SACKETT. There are on the Speaker’s 
table, I understand, bills of a private character 
undisposed of, which have been reported, with a 
recommendation that they do pass, from a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. I trust the motion to go 
into committee will not be pressed until they shall 
have been acted upon. ‘They are private bilis, and 
this is private bill day. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order, 
if we remain in the House, the Chair again states, 


I will. 
I object to the gentleman pre- 


is certain private bills which were reported froma | 


Committee of the Whole House upon Friday last. 
There being a special order in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, it isin order 
to submit a motion that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into committee 
for the consideration of that special order. That 
motion has been made. There has also been sub- 
mitted another, that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. 
| The question was put on the motion that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; and it was not agreed to—ayes 65, 
| noes 80. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Is not this objec- 
tion day in the Committee of the Whole House? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

The question was then taken on the motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar; and it was agreed to—ayes 101, 
noes not counted. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
| Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, 

(Mr. Srvarrt in the chair.) 


JOSIAH D. PILCHER. 

The committee proceeded to the consideration 
of House bill No. 157, for the relief of Josiah P. 
| Pilcher, late a private in Company F, 2d regi- 
| ment Kentucky volunteers. 


|| The bill provides for the payment to Josiah P. || 
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Pilcher, of his monthly pay from the 7th of July, 
1846, to the discharge of the company in which 
he was enrolled, together with his clothing, pay, 
mileage from New Orleans, three months’ extra 
pay, and aland warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres. 

The report shows, from the evidence submitted, 
that Pilcher was received by Colonel McKee at 
Camp Jackson, six miles below New Orleans, as 
a recruit, on the 7th of July, 1846, to serve the 
residue of the twelve months from the date of the 


| mustering of said regiment; that his name was not 


put upon the rolls of said company; but it is dis- 
tinctly stated by all the officers of his company, 
that le served in the ranks as a soldier faithfully, 
except while he was on furlough to do service in 


| the Quartermaster’s Department; that the death 


of Colonel MeKee was the cause of his name not 


| appearing on the final mustering-out rolls of said 


company; and, although he served faithfully during 
the full term, yet he was refused his pay and al- 
lowances, owing to these circumstances. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
| House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANTHONY G. WILLIS. 








The committee next proceeded to the consider- 
ation of House bill No. 159, for the relief of the 
heirs-at-law of Anthony G. Willis, deceased. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the heirs of Anthony G. Willis, deceased, 
| the sum of $251, as remuneration for the services 
_ of a wagon and team of their said ancestors, which 
| was pressed into the service of the United States 

during the war of 1812. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be re- 
| ported to the House with the recommendation 
| that it do pass. 


DR. S. R. ADDISON. 


The committee next proceeded to the consider- 
ation of House bill 162, for the relief of Dr. S. R. 
Addison, passed assistant surgeon in the United 
States Navy. 

The bill provides for the payment to Dr. S. R. 
Addison the difference of pay between that of 
passed assistant surgeon and surgeon, from the 
4th of April, 1848, to the 2lst of June, 1850. 

The report shows that, on the 4th of April, 
1848, by order of the Secretary of the Navy, 
Passed Assistant Surgeon Addison was required 
to perform the duties of surgeon on board the 
| United States sloop-of-war St. Mary’s; which he 
| did perform to 2ist of June, 1850. 
| ‘The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be re- 
| ported to the House, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


JACOB J. STORER. 
The committee next took up for consideration 
| House bill 163, for the relief of Jacob J. Storer. 
| _ The bill provides for the payment to Jacob J. 
Storer, of $1,361 82, a sum based upon a certifi- 
cate of the Fourth Auditor, that that is the amount 
he would have been entitled to in pay and rations, 
had he been paid as a purser of the United States 
| Navy. 
The report of the committee shows that J. J. 
Storer, in August, 1847, received from Commo- 
| dore Storer, who was ordered to the command of 
| the squadron on the coast of Brazil, the appoint- 
_ ment of secretary; in that capacity he served until 
May 21, 1848, when he was ordered by said Com- 
| modore Storer to the United States brig Perry, as 
acting purser, the purser of the Perry having been 
transferred to the flag ship, to replace the purser 
| of that ship, who had been ordered home on * sick 
ticket.”” 
Commodore Storer also appointed another per- 
son as his secretary, who received the pay and 


| 
| 
} 
| 





emoluments of that office until December 1, 1848, 
when another pores having been sent out by the 
Secretary of the Navy to take the place of J. 
J. Storer, he returned to the flag ship as secre- 
tary. While on board the Perry, he had drawn 
purser’s pay, his right to it not having been ques- 
tioned at the time. Subsequently, on May 7, 
1849, Commodore Storer, at the request of the 
Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, caused to be 
checked against J. J. Storer’s pay as secretary, 
the amount he drew as acting purser. Thus, from 
| that time until the termination of the cruise, in De- 
| cember, 1850, J. J. Storer received no pay what- 
ever, although constantly performing duties. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside, to be re- 
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orted to the House with the recommendation that | 
it do pass. 


HENRY MILLER. 


The committee next took up for consideration, 
House bill No. 178, for the relief of Henry Miller, 
a soldier of the war of 1812. 

The bill provides that the proper accounting of- | 
ficer pay to Lieutenant Colonel Henry Miller, 
pension from March 18, 1818, to the Sth of April, 
1824, at the rate of $8 a month. 

It was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

WILLIAM LYNCH. 


The committee then proceeded to consider House 
bill No. 179, for the relief of William Lynch, a 
soldier of the late war with Great Britain. 


The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior | 


to place said Lynch on the roll of invalid pension- 
ers, at the rate of $8 per month, commencing from 
the 8th day of July, 1848, and to continue during 
the term of his natural life. 

The report was read, from which it appeared 
that the petitioner enlisted on the Ist of September, 
1813, as a private soldier in the company com- 
manded by Captain King, and that on the 15th of 
August, 1814, he was wounded, by the explosion 
of the magazine at Fort Erie, in the head and 
knee, and also received an injury in the abdomen, 
which resulted in hernia. In consequence of these 
wounds he was sent to the hospital at Eleven Mile 
Creek, in the State of New York, where he re- 
mained until the spring of 1815, when he joined 
his regiment, and served until the expiration of 
his service, on Ist of September, 1818. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 

CHARLES STAPLES. 
The committee then took up for consideration, 


House bill No. 182, for the relief of Charles Sta- 
les. 


The bill authorizes the said Staples to be placed | 


on the roll of-invalid pensions, at the rate of $6 
per month, from the Ist of January, 1848. 

The report was read, from which it appeared 
that the petitioner enlisted as a sergeant, on the 
10th of December, 1812, into the company com- 
manded by Captain Oliver Hessick, belonging to 
the regiment of Colonel McCebb, in the service 
of the United States, in the last war with Great 
Britain, It appears that, from severe exposure, 
he became sick, and unable to perform his duty, 
and has, up to this time, been affected with a hard 
cough and lameness, which has rendered him ex- 
tremely feeble. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


AARON STAFFORD. 

The committee then proceeded to consider House 
bill No. 183, for the relief of Aaron Stafford. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the roll of invalid pensioners the 
name of the petitioner, for the sum of $17 a month, 
from and after the 4th day of March, 1848, to 
continue during his natural life, after deducting 


such sums as the petitioner may have received 
since that period. 


The report was read, from which it appears that | 
the petitioner held a commission as adjutant on | 


the 13th of October, 1812, in the sixteenth detached 
regiment of the militia of the State of New York, 


in the service of the United States, during the last | 


war with Great Britain, and that he, on the 13th 
of October, 1812, accompanied by two hundred 
men, crossed over from Lewiston to Queenstown, 


and was engaged in the storming of Queenstown 
In this battle | 


Heights, and in the battle that day. 
he received a wound above the right t-mple, from 
a musket ball, another from a bullet through his 
thigh, just below the groin, a third from a rifle 


ball in the left shoulder, just below the joint, and | 


a fourth from a grape shot, which struck him in 
front of his left thigh, about five inches above the 
knee, dividing the muscles to the bone. Notwith- 
standing the first three wounds received by him, 
as above described, he still continued fighting until 
struck by the grape shot, which knocked him 
down the bank of the. Niagara river, about one 
third of the way to the water, and he was only 


drowned by grasping it 
descent, a shrub, upon which he retained his hold 
and thus saved his life. In this perilous position 
he remained until captured by the enemy. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported to 
the House, with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


WILLIAM P. GREENE. 

Senate bill No. 66, being an act for the relief of 
William P. Greene, was next taken up for con- 
sideration. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the petitioner the sum of $324 26, 
for the faithful discharge of the duties of surveyor 
of the port of Providence, and measurer of salt 


| at the same time. 


The report was read; from which it appears that 
the two offices performed by the petiuoner were 
by law not compatible with each other, but that 
the petitioner having been appointed as surveyor, 


| and the Secretary of the Treasury having subse- 


| for consideration. 


quently confirmed his appointment as measurer, 


| without fault or knowledge of the petitioner that 


the offices were incompatible, the committee are of 
opinion that he is entitled to relief, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 


JOHN B. ROGERS. 


House bill No. 197, for the relief of John B. 
Rogers, of South Carolina, was next taken up 
The bill authorizes the pay- 


| ment to the petitioner of $15 55, being the amount 


of twenty pieces of stamped paper purchased by 
him during the late war with Great Britain. 
The report was read; from which it appears that 


| several years since, when the United States were 


at war with Great Britain, the, petitioner, being 


| then in mercantile occupation, required for his 
| business many stamps, and that at the close of the 
| war he had several left in his possession, and was 


| those which had not been used. 


never aware until lately that any provision had 
ever been made by Congress for the redeeming of 
The petitioner 
has been confined to the house from illness for 


| some years, which, together with the stamps hav- 


ing been mislaid, is the cause of the amount never 
having been requested of the Department until 


| Augustlast. A few weeks since he sent the stamps 


to the Secretary of the Treasury, who returned 
them to him, with the information that provision 
had been made by Congress for all stamped paper, 
and referring him to Congress for relief. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 

JOSEPH AND PETER ARNOW. 

House bill No. 198, for the relief of Joseph Ar- 
now and Peter Arnow, heirs of Joseph Arnow, 
late of Florida, was next taken up for consider- 


| ation. 


This bill provides for an extension of the act of 


| Congress, approved 3d of March, 1823, ‘* to carry 


into effect the ninth article of the treaty concluded 
between the United States and Spain, the 22d day 


| of February, 1819;” and is of like tenor with the 
| act of 26th of June, 1834, and the act of 3d March, 
| 1849. 


The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do 


i pass . 


{A message was received from the Senate, by 
the hands of Assury Dickins, Esq., its Secre- 
tary, stating that the Senate had passed a bill en- 
titled ** An act to provide for the holding of the 
United States district courts in cases of sickness or 


| other disability of the district judges.’’) 


BERNHART TODD. 

House bill No. 199, for the relief of the leral 
representatives of Bernhart Todd, deceased, was 
taken up for consideration. This bill provides for 
peying to the legal representatives of Bernhart 

odd, late of Baltimore county, Maryland, the 
sum of $4,315, being the appraised value of build- 
ings and furniture, together with crops and other 
personal property, which were consumed by the 
British forees on the 11th of September, 1814, in 
consequence of the buildings of said Todd being 


| oceupied by the American troops for military pur- 


poses. The destruction of the buildings by the 


saved from being precipitated into the river and || enemy being in consequence of such occupancy, 
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brings this claim within the provisions of the act 


of 1825, and which referred such claims for adju- 
dication to the Third Auditor; but it appears never 
to have been presented to him, and no action can 
now be had by the accounting officer, without 
authority of law. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE SIMPTON, 

House bill No. 201, for the relief of Captain 
George Simpton, was then taken up for consider- 
ation. This bill provides, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury pay to Captain George Simpton, of 
Galveston, Texas, the sum of $1,600, in full pay- 
ment for his indemnification for the loss of the 
schooner Alert, while in the public service during 
the war with Mexico. 

It appears by the report, that in March, 1847, 
the United States steamer Hunter made a prize of 
Krench bark Nelly, while the said 
bark was attempting to violate the blockade of 
Vera Cruz. In the evening after the capture, 
Captain Simpton, who was then the owner and 
captain of the Alert, was ordered on board the 
steamer, and employed as pilot to bring the 
steamer, her prize, and his own schooner, to an- 
chorage under Green Island. While in the dis- 
charge of this duty, a severe norther arose, and 
made a complete wreck of all the vessels, upon a 
reef at the mouth of the harbor. Under these cir- 
cumstances, Captain Simpton claims compensation 
for the loss of his schooner. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass 


the Jeune 


C. L. SWAYZE. 
The next bill in order was House bill No. 
for the relief of C. L. Swayze, in relation to the 
location of certain Choctaw scrip. 


209 
aes 


There being no objection to this bill, it was or- 
dered to be laid aside, to be reported to the House 


with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BILLS OBJECTED TO. 

The following bills coming up in their order on 
the Calendar being objected to as indicated below, 
were laid over for future consideration under the 
rule giving precedence on the first and fourth Fri- 
days in each month to those bills to which there 
should be no objection, viz: 

House bill No. 200—a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John H. Piatt, deceased. 
{By Mr. Sackerr. } 

House bill No. 149—a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of Lieutenant Bartlett Hinds. [By Mr 
Jones. ] 

House bill No. 161—a bill to provide for the 
payment of the Captains Bush, 
Price, and Saurez, for military services in Florida. 
[By Mr. Bewt.]} 

Senate bill No. 32—an act for the relief of Mar- 
garet L. Worth. [By Mr. Harais, of Tennes- 
see. | 
Honse bill No. 168—a bill for the relief of Da- 
vid Myerle. (By Mr. Daniex.] 

House bill No. 175—a bill for the relief of An- 
thony Walton Bayard. [By Mr. Harris, of 
Tennessee. 

House bill No. i77—a bill for the relief of E. 
V. Field. [By Mr. Harris, of Tennessee.} 

House bill No. 202—a bill for the relief of the 
widow and orphan children of Colonel William 
R. McKee, late of Lexington, Kentucky. [By 
Mr. Hunrter.] 

House bill No. 203—a bill for the relief of the 
trustees of the Philadelphia Gas Works. [By 
Mr. Fickurw.] 

Mr. JENKINS. The bills remaining on the 
Calendar were only sent to the printer yesterday, 
and have not been printed yet. I therefore move 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 


companies of 


| committee reported that the Committee of the 


Whole House had had under consideration divers 


| private bills, which they had instructed him to re- 
| port to the House, and to ask the concurrence of 


the House therein. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE moved that when the 


House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 
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Mr. JONES, Tennessee. Lask for the yeas 
and nays on that motion, and I wish to make an 
inquiry of the Chair. If there should be forty-five 

r fifty gentlemen voting for the yeas and hays, 
and none against them, will the yeas and nays be 
ordered or not? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is not in order. The Chair will decide 
each question of order as it arises. 

The question was then put upon ordering the 
yeas and nays, and on a division, there were— 
ayes 26, noes 

Mr. F ICKLIN asked for tellers on the yeas 
and nays 


; 70—no quorum vou! 


Tie SPEAKER. While the Chair was in thie 

. ' . 1 ‘ ! “G 

ict of announcing the result of the division, tellers 
were deninnded m the yeas and nays. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wil! withdraw my 
motion. 


The motion was accordingly withdrawn 


DUTY ON RAILROAD IRON. 

The SPEAKER stated as the business first 1 
order, Senate bill No. 185, re port | from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Friday last, ** for 
the relief of the Raleich and Gaston Railroad 
‘ ompany, 


’ 


On the passage of this bill the pre 
vious question had been demanded. 
Mr. STUART asked for the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk pre 
Mr. JONES 


= to read the bill. 
Tennessee. | ask by what 


authority the Clerk reading that bill? There 
was no quorum upon the last vote, and there has 
been nothing to test it since. Certainly it would 
be as competent for less than a quorum to take 
any question I } the yeas and } Ly to pass a 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Ten 
nessee will recollect that the Chair stated, that 
whilst he was in the act of announcing the result 
upon the demand for the yeas and nays, teller 
were called for. 


Mr. JONES, Stili there is no quorum present. 
The SPEARER. The Chair decides that the 


’ 


vote taken, or prop osed to be taken, on the mo- 
tion to adjourn over, had not shown conclusively 
that there was not a quorum present, for the rea- 
son that the Chair was pro rounding a question, 
made in time, that the vote should be taken with 
tellers, when the motion to adjourn over was with- 
drawn. Possibly, on that vole a quorum would 
have appeared, and the Chair, therefore, thinks 
that the conclusion is not irresistible that there 
was nota qucrum present, 

Mr. JONES. 1 object to doing any business 
until there is a quorum. 

The SPEAK ‘R. There is no vote shown on 
the Journal, the motion having been withdrawn. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
the Klouse.- and upon that motion [demand the 
yeas and nays. 
' Mr. JONES. 
when this Houseadjourns, it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next; upon that motion I demanded the 
yeas and nays; upon that call, the Chair an- 
nounced that there were twenty-six voting in the 
affirmative, and seventy odd in the negative. The 
Chair then decided that as there was no quorum 
voting, 


I moveacall of 


Mhere was a motion made, that 





notwithstanding that one fifth the num 
ber present had voted in the affirmative, the yeas 
and nays were not ordered. Now, Ll suppose, in 
order to make a correct Journal, the Clerk must 
state that upon the call for the yeas and nays, no 
quorum voted, and the motion was then with- 
drawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct in 
his statement, with the single addition, that when 
the Chair was in the act of announcing the vote, 
tellers were called for, and another vote was about 
the effect of which, perhaps, the 
gentleman from ‘l’ennessee |[Mr. Jonus] and the 
Chair will never agree. 

The Chair bees leave to state, that when no 
quorum was found voting upon the motion to ad- 
journ over till Monday, in the opinion of the 
Chair the House could not order such an adjourp- 
ment. It requires a quorum to do business; and 
it would also require a quorum to adjourn over 
till Monday. Lessthana —— an ation n from 
day to day, and Jess than a quorum can compel 
the attendance of members. But upon a motion 
like that, to adjourn over, they could not make 
the order, and therefore less than one fifth of a 
quorum could not call the yeas and nays upon the 


to be taken, upon 
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motion. Now, while the Chair was stating the 
fact that less than a quorum had voted, and that, 
in his opinion, the yeas and nays were not ordered, 
tellers were called for, and ‘he was dividing the 
Hiouse upon that call, when the motion was with- 
drawn. 

oun Chair therefore thinks that it was not con- 

isively shown by anything in these di ees 
that a majority of the House was not pres 
However, the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Sr E- 
PHENS, | now moves that there be a eal] of the 
House, which he has a right to do, and upon that 
motion, demands the yeas apd nays. The ques- 
tion is now upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SACKETT demanded tellers to make the 
count; which were ordered: and Messrs. Sackrert 
and M ASON were appoint d. 

The House was then counted, and tlie tellers 
reported—ayes 4, noes 113; the Speaker voting in 
the negative to make a quorum. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion, 
that there be a call of the House, and it was not 
agreed to. 

So the House refused to order a call. 
gi e que stion then recurred on the passage of 


the bill 

Mr. COBB. Is the bill now regularly before 
the House : 

The SPEAKER. Iti 

Mr. COBB. I desire t 1e attention of th House 
for a moment. . In the first place, | would inquire 
whether the previous question has been called ? 


The SPEAKER. It was called by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciineman.] 

Mr. COBB. I do not see that gentleman present; 
and | am sorry that heis not, for 1 wanted him to 
withdraw it, in order to allow me to offer an 
umendment. 

The previous question was then seconded, 

Mr. rhe ART. I rise to a question of order. 
Ll had ealled for the reading of the bill, and the 


( soe k had commenced reading it, when he was in- 


terrupted by the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
Jonsrs,] who rose to a point of order. 
the bill be now read through. 


The bill was again read through by the Clerk. 
It postpones the payment of the bonds given 


by said company for certain railroad iron 
ed into the United States. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
to lay the bill on the table now in order? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ees 


It is in order. 
I make that motion. 


Mr. SWEETSER. I! wi is about to make the 


same motion. I de man id th 1e yeas and nays. 
T = yeas and nays were ordered. 

.HENN. 

amendment pending, maki 


The SPEAKER. There is not. 
tT 
I 


Mr. COBB. I desired to propose such an 
amendment, but I could not get the opportunity. 


The question was then taken, and the result 


was—yeas 70, nays 74; as follows: 
YEAS 


Cartter, Chandler, Clark, John G. Davis, Dawson, East 
man, Ficklin, Florence, Floyd, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gil 


more, Goodrich, Grow, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hart, 
a dr icks, Henn, Hibbard, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Jobn 


Siaiaiienen W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G 


King, Preston King, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, 
Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, McDonald, MeLana- 
han, McNair, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Samuel W. 


Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Riddle, Robbins, David L. Sey 


mour, Origen 8S. Seymour, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Abr’m 
Townshend, 
Walbridge, Walsh, Washburn, Addison White, and Wil- 


P. Stevens, Stuart, Sweetser, Thurston, 


drick—70. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, Thomas H. 
tayly, Barrere, Bell, Bowie, Bowne, Bragg, Briggs, Albert 
G. Brown, Geo. H. Brown, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, 


Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Conger, Cottman, Dan 


ie], George ‘I’. Davis, Doty, Duncan, Fitch, Fowler, Gay- 
lord, Gorman, Grey, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, 
Hascall, Hebard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Jackson, 
Andrew Johnson, Kuhns, Landry, McMullin, McQueen, 
Meacham, Miller, Millson, Miner, John Moore, Morehead, 
Murphy, Outlaw, Penn, Penniman, Porter, Powell, Sackett, 


Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, Snow, Stanly, Fred 


erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Ste- 
phens, St. Martin, Taylor, George W. Thompson, Tuck, | 
Ward, Watkius, Welch, Alexander White, Wilcox, and 


VY ates—74. 


So the bill was not laid upon the table. 
Mr. HIBBARD. 
now adjourn. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 


the gentleman to withdraw that motion. 


l ask that 


import- 
i 


Is a motion 


l would inquire if there is an 
ye the billa general one? 


Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, John Appleton, 
Villiam Appleton, Bartlett, Buell, Busby, Joseph Cable, 


I move that the House do 


I appeal to | 
I think | 
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we might pass the bills which have been reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House, before 
we adjourn, or at least those to which there shall 


— 


be no objection. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is itin order to move 
that when the House adjourns, it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE 
and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, the result w as—yeas 77, nays 72. 

So the House agreed to adjourn over till Mon- 
day. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
adjourn, 


[I make that motion. 
I demand the yeas 


PENNSYLVANIA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. ASHE. I rise to a privileged question. I 
desire that the testimony in the Pennsylvania con- 
tested election case shall be printed. The tes- 
timony was not ordered to be printed with the re- 
port of the majority of the committee upon that 
case. Now, the House could not well pass judg- 
ment upon that case unless the tes stimony was 
printed. I therefore make the motion to print it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ASHE. I will furthermore take this op- 
portunity to give notice that on Thursday next, I 
will call up the case for the action of the House. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I now hope 
the House will, by unanimous consent, take up 
the bills which have been reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House with a favorable rec- 
ommendation, have them read over, and,if there 
be no objection, let them be entered upon. the 
Journal as passed. 

Mr. HIBBARD. If that be the understanding, 
I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. But it is 
on the condition that no bills shall be acted upon 
to which objection shall be made. 

Mr. STANTON. That is my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition can only be 
entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. There were 
two or three bills reported from the Committee of 
the Whole the other day which have not been 
acted upon in the House. If they could be em- 
braced in the proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, I for one would not object to it, and I 
presume no one will. 

Mr. STANTON. I embraced only those to 
which no objection should be made. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Then I object. 

Mr. STANTON. [I hope the gentleman will 
not object to taking up these bills. to which no- 
body objects, and having them entered upon the 
Journal as passed. It will only occupy a short 
time. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
informal mode of doing business 

Mr. EWLNG. In connection ‘with the propo- 
sition just made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Asue,] to print the testimony in 
the Pennsylvania election case, along with the 
majority report, I desire to obtain leave to print the 
minority report along with the testimony. That 
report has not yet been presented, but I under- 
stand such a report is to be made. 

The SPEAKER. That would be an irregular 
mode of doing business. 

Mr. EWING. 1 know it would be irregular, 
but [ suppose it can be done by general consent. 

[Cries of ‘* Agreed !’* “*Agreed !’’] 

Mr. HIBBARD.  Irenew the motion to ad- 
journ, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the gen- 
tleman to withdraw that motion for a moment, to 
enable me to call up the resolution which | offered 
yesterday to provide for a recess, in order to 
make arrangements in the Hall for summer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas {Mr. Jounson] asks the unanimous consent 
| of the House to take up for consideration the 
proposition made yesterday in relation to the ad- 
journment of the House from the first to the 
fourth of June, for the purpose of cleaning the 
Hall. 

A Voice. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made at the left 
of the Chair. 


I object to this 
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1852. 
[ rise to a point of order. I 


Mr. JOHNSON. I 
do not kuow, nor dol care, who it is that objects; 
but I will say this, that I know the objection kills 
all movements in this matter. But the point of 
order I make is this: whether thereis any author- 
ity or right under the rules of this House for any- 
body to be recognized at all, in making an objec- 
tion, unless he rises in his seat, and shows his 
face? It is outrageous, that gentlemen who will 
not take the responsibility of doing an act, should 
thus object, without making themselves known. 
I demand whether they can be recognized by the 
Chair, or in any way be noticed, unless they 
rise in their seats, and let themselves be distinctly 
known. 

Mr. J. W. HOWE. 
tion upon my feet. 

Mr. JOHNSON. AndI hope the Chair will 
enforce it upon all occasions, that, when gentle- 
up and show 


[ insist upon the objec- 


men object hereafter, they shall get 
their face in doing so. 

Can I move to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Such a motion is not in order 
except on Mondays. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
journ. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to raise a question 
for the consideration of the Chair. I hope the 
rentleman will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. FOWLER. I withdraw it. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make an inquiry of 
the Chair, in connection with this proposition for 
adjournment. The Chair will recollect that when 
the House adjourned on yesterday, we had this 
resolution in regard to the cleansing the House 
under consideration, introduced by the unanimous 
consent, and | inquire of the Chair whether it is 


I move that the House ad- 


not the business in order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
not in order, and will, in supportof his decision, 
read the twenty-ninth rule of the Elouse: 

‘Friday and Saturday, in every week, shall be set apart 
for the consideration of private bills and private business, 
in preference to any other, unless otherwise determined by 
a majority of the House.” 

Now, if the House were to dispose of all this 
private business, and also the question in regard to 
the spoliation bill, that resolution would be in 
order. 

Mr. STUART. Is it not in order, then, under 
that rule, to move to take up that resolution foi 
consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. 
order, 

Mr. STUART. Does not the last clause of 
that rule say, ‘* unless otherwise determined by a 
majority of this House?”’ 

Mr. POLK. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, for the purpose of getting at this business. 

he SPEAKER. ‘1 i 
mined by a majority of the House;”’ thatistosay, 
unless a majority of the House determine to go 
into committee on other business, and it does not 
apply to this case. The Chair is very clear about 
it, and thinks it is not applicable to this case. 

Mr: STUART. [am under obligation to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Fow.er] to 
renew the motion to adjourn, and I do so, 

The question was taken on the motion, and it 
was agreed to; 

And the House adjourned to meet on Monday 
next. 


The Chair thinks it is notin 


or ey 
rT 


Pee © deities ca 1 ¢ 
niess otherwise dceter- 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 10, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rev. Lirtteron F. Moreay. 

Mr. BELL presented the petition of citizens of 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana, praying the establish- 
ment of a daily line of mail-steamers between 
Louisville and New Orleans; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. JAMES presented a memorial of inhabit- 
ants of the coasts of New Jersey and Long 
Island, praying an appropriation for the protec- 
tion, preservation, and superintendence of the life- 
boats and apparatus, placed by the Governmen 
on the coast, for the preservation of life and prop- 
erty from shipwreck; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, JAMES also presented the documents in 
favor of an appropriation of $1,000 to test the 
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apparatus of Wilson & Meacham, for illuminati 
light-houses; which were referred to the Commit 
vommerce. 
Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Anthony 
Ten Eyck, late United States Commissioner to 
the Sandwich Islands, praying additional compen 
sation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
Mr. HUNTER presented the memorial of M 

Maury, of the Navy, praying the establis 
ment of a line of mail steam-ships from Norfo 
or Charleston, to Para, at the mouth of the Ama- 
zon, to connect with a line running thence to Rio 
de Janeiro; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A motion by Mr. Hunter to print the abov: 


tee on ¢ 


" 


petition, was referred to the Committee on Printu 


Mr. SEWARD presented the petution of the 


} tre : | 1r P e. } . } 
heirs-at-iaw of Derrick Schuyl 


Yier, an signin 
Army of the Revolution, pra vine to | allowed 
depreciation on commutation certificates; w \ 
vas re rred to the Committe on Revolution ry 
Claim: 


Also, the petition of the heirs-at-law of Nicho! 
‘ j . P od > 
Schuyler, a surgeon in the Army of the Revolu- 
tion, praying to be allowed depreciation on com- 
mutation certificates; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr Vi ALLORY presented the petit or tne 


hetrs of John S. Budd, praying to be allowed th 


five years’ full pay to which said Budd was enti- 
tled for his services in the war of the Revolutio 
which was referred to the Committe 1 Rev 
tionary Claims. 

Mr. UNDERWOt Dp presente d the | etition f 
Samuel Winston, administrator of Thomas Mar 
tin, dec used, praying to be allowed the diff 
between the pay of : int and that o 
tain in the Virginia Continent 





{ ee 
heute) facap 


| line of the army 


during the revolutionary war; which \ re 
ferred to the C mmittee on Revolutionary Claims 
Mr. BUTLER. Iask leave to present the p 
tion of the heirs of William Hazzard Wigg, 
South irolina, asking compensation for th } 


vices of his grandfather, a major in the revolu 


tionary army. Ido not know that this would be 


the pi er occasion to saya ivthine 0 


ject of petition, further than to commend it to 


the attention of the Committe 
Claims. 
the mo 


on Revoluti mary 
The petitioner is the grandson of one of 
uncom promisin 
His grandf 
who were on board of a prison-ship when they 


of the patriots of 


» 
il 


Revolution her was one of those 





received the information that they were held 
hostaves and would be executed in retaliation fi 
any executions which should take place by Ge 
eral Greene’s army: and he was one of those who 


signed a paper asking General Greene to go on 


and do his duty, irrespective of those consequen 
ces. I hope the petitic n wil! cl uum the ear Y at 
tention ofthe Committeeon Revolutionary Claims, 
to which | ask that it may be referred. 

{t was so referred. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, 
of John H. C. Meyer, praying that a sum of 
money paid by him “for land and not sul ject t 
entry, may be refunded with interest; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Land 

Mr. CASS presented the petition of Henry Al- 
nsioner of the United States, praying to 


presented the petition 


len, a 
be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented a petition of 
zens of Wisconsin, praying the reorganization of 
the eircuit and district courts of the United States, 
and remonstratmg against the memorial of the 
Legislature of Wisconsin, asking for a restriction 
of the jurisdiction of these courts; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CL.LEMENS presented a petition of citizens 
of Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, pray 
ing the construction of a bridge across the Potomac 
river, at some point west of the Alexandria Aque- 
duct; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Adam D. Stuart, 
late a pay:master in the Army, on the files of the Senate, 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which were referred the several memo- 
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iects of Spain, ind the citizens of the United 
States, are se red and guarantied in the right to 
move into the l‘erritories of either Power, for the 
nurpose ef carrying on trade or commerce, or oth 
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still residing in parts of the United States for sim- 
ilar purposes. I will assume, further, that a body 
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can citizens, were assal ed, thei: property de- 


stroyed, and their lives endangered, and that they 


were compe le l, yy flieht, to consult that safety 
which the laws of this country were unable to 
throw around them. I will assume, further, that 
their property was thus destroyed, and their lives 
thus endangered—not because they had violated 
| any law of this country; not because they had 
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infringed upon any public or private right, but be- 
cause they were Spanish subjects: and that, with 
this treaty guarantee in their hands, and under the 
broad shadow of our flag, they were thus assailed 
because they were subjects of Spain. 

Now, assuming these positions to be correct, 
without expressing an opinion of their truth or 


character, | will ask, what is the mode and what | 


is the measure of redress of parties thus injured ? 
We are all familiar with the maxim, that there is 
no wrong without a remedy: and if a class of 
American citizens had thus been dealt with by 
Spain, or her colonies, I presume there is not an 


American who would not immediately respond, | 
that a stern demand upon the Spanish Govern- | 


ment, supported by all our force, and a strict in- 
demnity for the losses sustained, could be the only 


mode, the only measure of redress. I concede, as | 
it has been held, that the municipal authorities of | 
the place at which the property was destroyed, | 
are primarily liable, and may be justly held ac- | 
countable for the damages sustained; but it is | 
evident, that while this liability offers the shadow | 


ofa remedy, it affords no substantial redress what- 


ever; it but holds * a promise to the ear, to break | 
it to the hope;”’ it is making the mode and meas- | 
ure of redress dependent upon the party legally | 


bound to make it. It is, therefore, as wrong in 


Wiper as itis in policy, to turn parties, who | 
1ave thus been injured, over to the local or muni- | 


cipal authorities of the place where the wrong was 
committed. I think, sir, of course, that govern- 


ments are no less bound by the rules of strict mo- | 
rality in this case than individuals; and that our | 


Government, depending, as it does, upon the will 


of the people, and representing in the aggregate the | 


virtue of the peuple, has always manifested in its 
foreign relations, and is bound to manifest, frank- 
ness and exact justice; and, in this case, if the 
assumptions I have made be correct, exact justice 
is no less dictated by a sound morality than by 
expediency, policy, and a far-seeing political fore- 
cast. Why, sir, foreign nations do not under- 
stand the workings of our political system. They 
do not understand that, politically and socially, 
our States are 

** As distinct as the waves ;”” 
whilst, in our foreign policy, we are 

** One, as the sea.’ 

We have dealt with Spain as with the rest of 
mankind—as a unit; and if it be conceded that 
the subjects of Spain, whose property was de- 
stroyed, are entitled to indemnity, it will be diffi- 
cult to make her understand why this indemnity 
should be sought from a single municipality or 
State, of whose very existence she may in some 
cases be ignorant. [t was not thus that we treated 


with a sister Republic. We did not condescend | 


to deal with departments or States. Our mer- 
chants were deprived of their property, and in 
many instances of their liberty by departments or 
States; and yet we did not hold them responsible. 
We dealt with Mexico as a unit. We made our 
demands upon her; and surely we are bound to 
concede to Spain all that weasked from Mexico. 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair is unwilling | 


to interrupt the Senator, but the resolution has 
been referred. 


Mr. MALLORY. Well, sir, I will not detain 


the Senate by continuing these remarks. I have | 


deemed it proper to say thus much, because the 
resolution which I introduced a few months ago, 


very similar to this, | have not heard of since. | 


But | sappose attention has not been called to it. 
SCHOOL LANDS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, the Senate pro- | 


ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
** An act to authorize the Legislature of the State 
of Mississippi to sell the lands heretofore appro- 


priated for the use of schools in that State, and || 


approve the sales already made;’’ and no amend- 
ment being offered, it was read a third time and 
passed. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The engrossed bill granting the right of way to 
the Florida, Atlantic, and Gulf Central Railroad 
Company through the public lands of the United 


States, and appropriating lands to the State of | 
Florida in aid of the construction of said railroad |) 


and branches, was read a third time, and its title 
being amended to read as follows, it was passed: 
** An act granting the right of way and a portion 


THE CON 





of the public lands to the State of Florida for the 
construction of a railroad and branches in said 
State.”’ 
The engrossed bill granting the right of wa 

and making a donation of land to the State of Al- 
| abama in aid of the construction of the Mobile 
| and Girard Railroad was read a third time and 
passed, 


RAILROAD IN FLORIDA AND ALABAMA. 


Mr: MORTON. If I had been in my seat on 
Friday last, when certain railroad bills were acted 
upon, | should have asked the Senate to consider 
the bill granting the right of way and making a 
grant of land to the States of Florida and Ala- 
bama, in aid of the construction of a railroad from 
the waters of Pensacola bay, in Florida, to Mont- 
gomery, in the State of Alabama, and for othe- 
purposes. It isa bill which was among the firsr 
that were introduced to the Senate, and has lint 
gered to almost the last. I now move to postpone 
all prior orders, for the purpose of taking up that 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the several 
amendments which were reported by the commit- 
tee, making the bill conform to the model bill, and 
which were in al] respects similar to those which 
had been made to bills of a like character, were 
adopted, 

Mr. MORTON. I wish to add, by way of 


amendment, an additional section: 


Sec. 8. 4nd be it further enacted, That all the advan- 
tages, benefits. and privileges that are hereby granted to the 
States of Florida and Alabama, and which are granted by 
this act, shall be extended to the said States for the con- 
struction of a railroad from the waters of the Pensacola 
bay to the waters of Mobile bay, or Tensaw river, in the 
State of Alabama; and of a railroad or branch railroad to 
| the Chattahoochie and Flint rivers, in the State of Georgia. 


Mr. BORLAND. I would inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Florida, if he intends to embrace in this 
| bill, by that amendment, the provisions of another 
bill which has been reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands? 

Mr. MORTON. I do. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I think it is a proper 
amendment, and will save the passage of another 
bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
_amended, and the several amendments concurred 
in; and the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

RAILROAD FROM LOUISVILLE TO ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move to suspend the 
previous orders, with the view of taking up an- 
other railroad bill. It is ** A bill granting lands 
|| and the right of way to the States of Indiana and 
Illinois, in aid of the construction of a railroad 
| from a point on the Ohio river, opposite to Louis- 
| ville, Kentucky, to a point opposite to St. Louis, 
| in Missouri.’’ 

I hope this bill will be taken up. We can dis- 
pose of it in ten minutes, or slide in five min- 
utes, 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, whether this bill is likely to 
lead to any debate, or whether it is one of the 
| same character as the bill we have just passed ? 
|| Mr. UNDERWOOD. It is of the same char- 
acter precisely, 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

The bill was considered by the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and several amend- 
| ments having been made to it, so as to make it 

conform to the lowa railroad bill, it was reported 
| to the Senate, the several amendments were con- 

curred in, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading. 


PROSECUTION OF CLAIMS BY GOVERNMENT 


OFFICERS. 


1 The bill to amend and extend the provisions of 
an act approved July 29, 1846, entitled ‘*An act in 
} 





relation to the payment of claims,”’ came up on its 
third reading. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have performed m 
promise in preparing an amendment to that bill, 
but I am afraid the consideration of it will take up 

|| more time than the Senate will now be willing to 
bestow upon it. I can, however, very briefly state 
the object I have in view. 


| Mr. HUNTER. Thope that bill will be allowed | 


to lie over till to-morrow. 
|| The PRESIDENT. It will not be in order for 
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oe 


| the Senator to offer any amendment at this stage 


of the bill. It is now on its third reading. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 intended to state the 
object of the amendment which I propose to make 
to the bill, and then to move to recommit it. As, 
however, it might lead to debate, and, perhaps, 
consume more time than the Senate will be willing 
to devote to it to-day, it will be agreeable to me 


| that it should be passed over informally until to- 


morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let it be passed over. 

Mr. BADGER. I have no objection that it 
should be passed over to-day, provided it is under- 
stood that it will come up to-morrow, during the 

| morning hour. My friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
Unperwoop] can call it ap early to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am perfectly willing 
te do so, immediately after the Journal is read. 

The bill was accordingly laid over. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 

Whole, the consideration of the bill from the 
| House of Representatives, entitled ‘An act to 

supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
| service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
| 1852,’’ the question pending being upon the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance, as it had been 
amended. As amended, it is as follows: 

For additional compensation for increasing the transport- 
ation of the United States mail between New York and 
| Liverpool, in the Coltins line of steamers, to twenty-six 

trips per annum, at such times as shall be directed by the 
Postmaster General, and in conformity to his last annual 
report to Congress, and his letter of the 15th of November 
last, to the Secretary of the Navy, commencing said in- 
creased service on the Ist of January, 1852, at the rate of 
$33,000 per trip, in lieu of the present allowance, the sum 
of $236,500: Provided, That it shall be in the power of 
Congress, at any time after the first day of January, 1854, 
to terminate the arrangement for the additional allowance 
herein provided for. 

Mr. WADE. [do not rise with the intention 
of making a speech, or rather of inflicting a speech 
on the Senate respecting thisamendment. I have 
now been in this body for more than five months, 
/and 1 am very forcibly impressed with the idea 
that although we have had speeches and arguments 
here of the most splendid and showy description, 
they are among the most useless and worthless 
things for which this Government pays. I 
have, generally, contented myself with giving a 
silent vote on any question proposed, believing 
that, at all events, other gentlemen understood 
the several questions as well as I do, perhaps bet- 
ter; and, as | was not in a position to enlighten 
them, I thought it best to content myself with a 
simple vote. But, on this occasion, I thought 
that it possibly was my duty to assign the reasons 
briefly, why I should vote against the amendment 
| under consideration. 

It has now been under consideration for nearly 
four weeks, and I doubt very much whether the 
members of the Senate understand it much better 
than when it was first introduced. [Laughter: | [ 
am induced to come to this conclusion by the fact 
that most of the gentlemen, who have assigned 
the reasons why they should support, or why they 
| should oppose the measure, have not generally 

agreed. And, although I have listened with great 
| attention to the arguments adduced in support, and 
also to those in opposition to the amendment, I 
confess I know very little more respecting its 
|| merits than I did when it was first proposed. Some 
| gentlemen appear to think that there is involved in 
| it something of that great principle of protection to 
| American industry, which they advocate. Others 
think it is not incompatible with the great doctrines 
of free trade, which they generally support; and, 
therefore, that they may, without any impeach- 
ment of their principles, vote in its favor. Others 
suppose that these steaia-ships may be beneficial 
to the Government, as an arm of the Navy in time 
of war. Others have supposed that they were, in 
that view, perfectly useless, and could not answer 
any beneficial end. And some gentlemen have 
thought that there is in this measure the hand of 
| “manifest destiny,’’ and appeared to fear that 
even destiny itself would be frustrated, unless sup- 
ported by their votes. Others have thought that 
the broad Atlantic ocean separated many affection- 
ate hearts, which yearn to commune with each 
other; and they saw no other practicable mode of 
removing the difficulty than by supporting these 
huge leviathans of the ocean. I believe all have 
seen in this measure a means of attaining some de- 
| sirable object, while, in reality, it is only calculated 
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to gratify national vanity, by beating John Bull in 
a boat-race across the Aiantic. There is not much 
else in it after all. 

Now, I should be very well pleased to beat 
John Bull in a boat-race, or in any other race, if 
it could be effected without this hot-house process 
of foreing; if it could be done by the natural 
growth of the skill, and the ingenuity, and the en- 
terprise of our people. If we could beat him in 
that way it would undoubtedly gratify my national 
pride. The trial is not now to be made for the first 
time; it has been tried before, and we know that, 
giving us an equal chance, we can and will beat 
John Bull anywhere. It is not necessary we 
should be at the expense proposed by this amend- 
ment to settle that point; and I conceive that this 
experiment is too expensive to recommend itself 
to our favor. 

But, then, what is really the measure, and what 
is the objection to it? It cannot be disguised that 
it is an open, palpable monopoly, granted to a 
private company, in order to enable it to compete 
with others who navigate the Atlantic ocean. I 
have heard nothing in the arguments of any Sen- 
ator upon this floor which has removed the diffi- 
culty. If I understand it, you propose to give 
this company something like $7,000,000 in the 
course of eight years to come, to enable them to 
carry your mailsacross the Atlanticocean. Well, 
what 1s that?) Whatisthe great principle of free- 
trade, except it is that you shall purchase in the 
market where you can buy the cheapest? I be- 
lieve thatis a leading doctrine of that cresd. Will 
not your mails be carried unless you grant this 
large amount of money for the purpose of enabling 
your steamers to compete with those of Great 
Britain? If I understand it, it is conceded that 
they will; but then the consequence will be that 
the mails will be carried in British steamers. 
Very well, provided they can do it cheaper than 
we can, and if they wil! perform it as well, on the 
principles of free trade, | do not see that we should 
complain of that. It cannot be disguised but that 
it stands on the same principles as protection 
stands upon in ali other cases. How can you 
distinguish it from protection to your great iron 
interests or to your manufactures generally? It 
stands, and is really argued here, upon the same 
prineiple. What is the reason that we are asked 
to give some $7,000,000 in the course of the ensu- 
ing eight years to sustain this line? Why, we 


are told that unless we do, Great Britain will do | 


the service with her steam-ships. 
she do it unless we grant this aid? Reasons are 
assigned. It is said that labor is cheaper in Great 
Britain, that eval is cheaper, that engineers can be 
hired at a cheaper rate there than in this country, 
and that insurances can be obtained at about half 
the price which must be paid here. That is the 


And why will 


course of argument by which this amendment is | 


attempted to be sustained; and I am astonished 
to see those who are the strenuous advocates of all 
other kinds of free trade avowing their intention 
to vote for this amendment, for it seems to me to 
be a direct impeachment of that doctrine. 

I say not these things because I am not myself 
an advocate of the principle of protection gener- 
ally, for 1 am an advocate of that principle; and 
my national pride is not gratified at all by attempt- 
ing to force up this line of steam-ships like a hot- 
house plant; for I know that if the vast powers of 
this nation are brought to bear upon this especial 
interest, we may beat out Great Britain or any 
other country. But, regarding this project in the 
light in which it appears to me, that of a mere 
monopoly, which comes into direct antagonism 
with the navigating interest generally, I think 
this amendment ought not to pass, for we cannot 
disguise the fact, that itis a monopoly. Itseems 
to me to be the rankest injustice to confer this 
boon upon these proprietors of steam-ships in con- 
flict with all the other navigating interests of the 
country. It is said, perhaps, that this appropria- 


tion is merely for the carriage of your mails across | 


the Atlantic. But, sir, these huge steamers can 
carry many other things across the ocean besides 
your mails. [ have no knowledge of such matters 
myself, but it must be very clear that such im- 
mense vessels cannot be required for that purpose. 
I should like that some gentleman understanding 
it should tell me how much of these monstrous 
steamers are to be occupied with the mails. I do 
not know how it is with regard to the fact, but it 
seems to me that the mails cannot very much in- 


| 


| those words are uttered. 
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cumber them. I suppose that in addition to the 
carrying of the mails, they will be freighted with 
the costliest merchandise to an immense extent, 
thus coming in direct conflict with other naviga- 
ting interests; and so fur as that is likely to be the 
case, I hold it to be rank injustice to them; and no 
argument which I have yet heard in favor of this 
appropriation has been strong enough to remove 
this objection in my mind. 

Mr. President, if you desire to compete success- 
fully with Great Britain, I think I see a way in 
which it can be done—a way which will not min- 
ister to national vanity in this manner, but which 
will minister to the laudable pride of any man 
who truly loves his countrv. f you will protect 
the industry, and talent, and ingenuity of our peo- 
ple generally, instead of according your protection 
to some special interest, as in this case, making an 
atrocious monopoly, you may in a few years 
bring us as far in advance of Great Britain as our 
magnificent rivers, and our country ge nerally, are 
superior to hers. Give our people an equal chance 
with the people of Great Britain, and there is 
no doubt that your national pride will be gratified 
—hnot your paltry national vanity in regard to a 
boat-race, but ia regard to those permanent advant- 
ages which will administer to the just pride of any 
lover of his country. In that I will go with you 
to the fullest extent; but when you ask us to grant 
this enormous boon, for the purpose of bolstering 
up the interests of this particular company to the 
injury of other interests, it seems to me to be rank 
injustice, and for one, | cannot lend my support 
to it. 

There is another reason why | cannot, as a 
Western man, vote for this measure, and that was 
the principal reason that induced me to make any 
observations upon the subject. It is because, as 
a Western man, | have looked at the neglect, and 
I think I may say the injustice of this Govern- 
ment, in fostering any great Western interest, 
while you propose to grant this enormous appro- 
priation for the mere purpose of carrying your 
mails across the Atlantic. About twenty years 
ago—lI recollect it very well—this Government, in 
a fraternal spirit, undertook to cherish the great 
interests of the West. They commenced a sys- 
tem of internal improvement, of improvement to 
our rivers, and of improvement to our harbors; 
and the Government was at an enormous expense 
in procuring machinery to carry all these great and 
beneficent purposes into execution; and they pro- 
gressed to some considerable extent in it. They 
built harbors along the coast, but did not complete 
them. They had only just commenced the great 
measures they had prepared to perform; and some 
sixteen or seventeen years ago, with all this ex- 
pensive machinery for carrying out these meas- 
ures, it came into the head of the Government, 
somehow or other, that there was fresh water only 
in the lakes. 

All at once, this expensive machinery was 
packed up together, and Uncle Sam—if | may so 
express myself—like an absconding debtor, sold 
out the whole of it ata mere nominal price, and 
abandoned that part of the country; and he has 
not been seen there since. We have advertised 
for him; we have petitioned for him; and endeav- 
ored in every way to ascertain where Uncle Sam 
had gone; but we have not seen him there since, 
and | suppose it was with the view of ascertaining 
his residence, that certain interesting questions, 
as was reported, were addressed to the distin- 
guished Senator from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] in 
1848, amidst ‘* noise and confusion.’”’ 

Mr. CASS. Will the Senator permit me to 
interrupt him? This is an old friend of ours, and 
| believe I havea prescriptive right to ge. up when 
I wish to ask the hon- 
orable Senator if he ever saw Governor Wood’s 


' letter on that subject? 


Mr. WADE. Yes, sir, I have seen it. 

Mr. CASS. Then I would ask if the Senator 
ever read the letter? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir, I have read it. 

Mr. CASS. Then the gentleman knows there 


| is no truth in the story. 


Mr. WADE. I understood that the Senator 
contradicted the statement, and, of course, I said 
that there was no truth in it. 

I suppose that the queries on that occasion, 
grew out of the anxiety of our people to learn the 
whereabouts of Uncle Sam, and they thought the 

| distinguished Senator from Michigan might know 
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as well as any one else. But these questions are 
no less pertinent now than they were then, and 
there is no particular ‘* noise or confusion” in 
this Senate chamber—— 

Mr. CASS. Nota bit. 

Mr. WADE. And the Senator proposes now 
to give seven millions of dollars within the next 
eight years, for the purpose of building up and 
fostering this line of ste am-ships? 

Mr. CASS. No, sir, I do not. 

Mr. WADE, It will amount to but very little 
less than that. 

Mr. RUSK. If the Senator will allow me to 
ask him a question, I should like to know if he 
has read the contract,and whether he knows that 
all the revenue from postages goes to the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir, I understand all that. 

Mr. RUSK. Then, how can the Senator say 
that the whole is given to the company? 

Mr. WADE. Ido not know how much w 
ever get back tothe Government again; gentlemen 
do not know themselves, and they do not pretend 
to tell us. The honorable Senator from Texas 
{[Mr. Rusx] informed us that he had re 
believe that this project would ultimately rev 


1 


ason to 
iner- 
ate the Government for the outlay, though he said 
it was matter of opinion. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 showed the reasons; | showed 
the receipts at the Post Office Department. 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir, you showed the re- 
ceipts of the Post Office Department, but you are 
obliged to make the supposition that there wil! be 
required an enormous increase, in order to cover 
the expense which is to be incurred. It isa mere 
matter of opinion, and the very fact that these gen- 
tlemen are asking for this bounty after they have 
made the trial, is ample proof that they cannot 
sustain themselves now, and whether they ever 
will or not, must remain a matter of opinion, 

Then, the Senator from Michigan does propose 
to give his support to a measure which is to take 
from the Treasury of the United States, within 
the next eight years, not much less than $7,000,000, 
and all for the purpose of enabling this steam com- 
pany to compete with Great Britain in the carry- 
ing of the mails across the Atlantic. That is all 
there is of it; and now the question that I am 
about to propose to the distinguished Senator, 
seeing there is no ‘‘ noise and confusion’’ 
now, is, whether he will go along with me-whether 
he believes it is constitutional, just, and reasonable 
that the same amount shall be appropriated within 
the same time towards the construction and im- 
provement of our harbors, and the improvement 
of our rivers in the West and Southwest? 

Mr. CASS. Does the honorable Senator from 
Ohio wish me to answer him now? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir; and I want to know 
whether I can count upon the aid of the Senator 
from Michigan, at this session, for such an ob- 
ject. 

Mr.CASS. The Senator talks about that as he 
does about my old friend, the ‘‘ noise and confu- 
sion.”? Let me say on that point, that my views 
were fully disclosed at the last session of Con- 
gress. | shall vote for any reasonable appropria- 
tion for internal improvements, the items of which 
have been examined and reported by the War 
Department. I shal! vote for any such bill, which 
does not extend the appropriation to an unreason- 
able amount; but I am not in favor of establishing 
a great system of internal improvements, either 
for harbors or rivers. When sucha bill as I have 
indicated comes up, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. WADE. Iam very happy to hearit. [ 
had no doubt the Senator fram Michigan would 
do so. Iam glad to hear his response—glad that 
his ** position,” in this respect, ‘is defined.” I 
rejoice that | may count on his support of these 
great measures of internal improvement. I am 
somewhat surprised, sir, that after six months of 
the session have expired, not a single word has 
been heard of any such measures, and yet our 
harbors on Lake Erie are running down and 
going to ruin; and for sixteen or seventeen years 
we have not been able to obtain one single cent 
from the Treasury to maintain them. 

But, sir, it is said that this is a great war meas- 
ure, and that we ought to maintain it as an arm 
of the national defenses in times of war with Eng- 
land. Sir, it is of infinitely more importance to 
us that we build up and maintain our harbors on 
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| Lake Erie and the other lakes, which divide us 
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from the shore of the British provinces. W hat 
should we do in case of a war now, when our 
sailors on the lakes have to combat the elements 
as well as an enemy,and have no harbor—no 
place of safety to fly to in case of storms? What 
should we do in such a ease, seeing that the Gen- 
eral Government has virtually withdrawn Its con- 
sideration from all such improvements and de- 
fenses? ‘Taik of war with Great Britain! and let 
me ask whether it is not a matter of infinitely 
more importance that you should build ap some 
place to which your ships could resort on these 
lakes where your commerce is scarcely toferior to 
what it is on the Atlantic coast itself? Is not that 
of as much importance as to try this miserable 
experiment of f stering these stenimers for wal 
purposes? Sir, no two men are agreed as to 
whether these steamers will be of any kind of ad 
vantage in time of war, I know that you can ret 
a deleration from our Navy Board to report any- 
thing you please. It is precisely like vetting the 
opinion of an attorney in a case, 
have the least experience Ii remard to such mat- 
te) 


None of them 


I know nothing of war, or of naval operations, 
to. know anything about them; 
but any man of the least common sense, at the 
very first glance at these steamers, would perceive 
that they were not designed for the purposes of 
war, Nor are they compatible with it at all. 
Why onecannon ball, raking the paddle-wheels— 
which form a most palpable mark—of « ne of those 


' . cs . 
nor do i profes 


’ a 1D eu le her Pon llv as . 
steamers, Wouid erippie ner as etectually as a man 

| ‘ les . he wine Talk about 
could cripple a goose on the wing. ak apoutl 


their utility as vesselsof war! I know they would 


not be of the slightest use. 

Acain, if you look at the furniture of these 
boats, do they look as if they were calculated for 
the rude conflicts of war? They are fitted up w ith 
which would grace the palace 
of a prince, and all the other furniture is on a 
similar scale. Yet they spexk of these vessels as 
heing fit for war! IT have heard of an elephant in 
a china shop, but I think his ravages among the 
brittle ware would be fully equaled by the raking 
of acannon shot through this furniture. L wish 
1 knew the expense of furnishing these boats. No 
one has told us anything about that as vet, buta 
bare inspection of them will show that they are 
better calculated for eastern seraglios than for ships 
of war. [Laughter.} No, they were not built or 
designed for that purpose; there is no disguising 
it, they were not intended for the rude conflicts of 
war. They are much better calculated to foster 
and minister to the luxury of those wealthy citi- 
zens who desire to cross the Atlantic at a cheap 
rate; and that, too, at the expense of the hard- 

! That is the design: and 


expensive rairrors, 


handed laboring man. 
every cent thatis paid out of the Tre asury for these 
ships is drawn from the pocket of the poor labor- 
ing man, to minister to the luxury of persons who 
choose to ¢ross the Atlantic. Talk about war! 
There will be no war with England—none at all. 
I know that the distinguished Senator from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Sane always talks about a war with 
England; but there will be no war with England 

long as you permit her to reap all the benefits 
of free trade. There will be no war with England 
as long as she can give dinners to your Walkers, 
and other free-traders. As long as she can retain 
her influence over that class of men England will 
not go to war. 

A Senator. You are right. 

Mr. WADE. I know I am right. You cannot 
kick Great Britain into a war while you permit her 
to enjoy all the benefits of free trade with this 
country. 

We all know how we can humble the pride of 
Great Britain, and that is by giving protection to 
labor generally, and not by undertaking to ron a 
boat-race with her. That will dono good. You 
will not humble the pride of Great Britain if you 
do run such a race, and even beat her. Sir, from 
the shores of Canada they can see your utter na- 
kedness; and while you are putting forth all your 
power to beat that country in a boat-race across 
the Atlantic, and while its people see the manner 
in which you neglect other interests, John Bull is 
shrewd enough to see your folly and to laugh at 
it. He likes very well to cater to your vanity at 
such aprice. But, sir, go along with me, and we 
will do John Bull substantial injury, and build up 
our own interests, and our own country, to such 
an extent that no man will want the vanity of 
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beating John Bull in a race across the Atlantic; 
but you will beat him everywhere, and put your 
country as far and as permanently above his as 
your means are superior to his. 

I know, sir, that a very patriotic appeal was 
made to the Senate by the Senator from Michigan. 
He talked of war; he talked of ministering to our 
national pride, and called it patriotism to undertake 
to beat John Bull by fostering and building up this 
one special interest at the expense of the whole 
country. [have no pride nor vanity of that kind. 
I have as much national pride, and as much anx- 
lety to see this country in advance of every other 
country in the world, as any other man; but I can- 
not be deceived by any of these hot-house opera- 
tions—notatall. I want toseethe country placed 
in a condition in which it will grow up prosper- 
ously, and supersede others without partial favors 
heing bestowed by the Government on particular 
aid special interests. Besides, as I have already 


injustice to other navigating interests on the At- 
lantic, ‘These enormous steamers running every 
week, must come in ruinous competition with other 
shipping interests not fostered by the Government. 
Anybody can see that. 

| believe, Mr. President, that we have had some 
remonstrances here on that subject, yet I have not 
heard u single word said about them. Sir, If I 
am not mistaken, we have hada great many of 
these remonstrances presented here from various 
branches of the shipping interest, showing that 
those who were hot protected by the Government, 
are materially injured by the protection which is 
viven to this favored company; that they were 
injured by these boats running once a week in op- 
position to them, and coming in conflict with their 
interests. This is a proposition too plain to be 
argued; anybody can see that this protection 
would be rank injustice to the other shipping in- 
terests. Sir, 1 wish to see a disposition on the part 
of this Government to build up and foster the creat 
West, to which I belong. You have withdrawn 
from the West all aid for more than sixteen years. 
The voice of the Government has not been heard 
there; and I cannot consent to grant this enormous 
sum to the Atlantic coast until I see at least a dis- 
position to do something for us.. Then, sir, | am 
disposed to be liberal; for no man will rejoice in 
the prosperity of the whole of this seein and 
in that of every part of it, more than I, want 
to see justice done inall its parts; and I mustsay, 
thatin the West, the justice due to that section of 
the country has been shamefully neglected. I 
do not hesitate to say that,and I call upon mem- 
bers of this Senate who live along the Mississippi 
river and its tributaries, and along the shores of 
the great lakes of the West, to join with me, and 
puta face of brass against any further expendi- 
ture along the Atlantic coast until a disposition is 
shown to do justice to us. When that disposition 
is shown, we will talk with you, and we will be 
liberal with you; but until that is done, I will not 


consent to give you another dollar to foster and | 


build up your navigation interests. Your ship- 
ping interests, if l am not greatly mistaken, is now 
protected, and ever has been, under this Govern- 
ment, while all other interests have been compar- 
atively neglected. 

Then I cannot consent to go any further until 
a disposition is shown here, earnestly, sincerely, 
to do justice to us in the West. Everybody 
knows, sir, that immense losses in property occur 
every year upon the lakes for the want of harbors 
to which our sailors can resort in time of rough 
weather and storms. We all know the serious 
obstructions along the Ohio river, and particularly 
that which has existed for years, for the want of 
a little help from the Government, at the falls of 
the Ohio river. These things come more imme- 
diately under my own observation; but I have no 
doubt the same obstruction meets the eye of every 
Senator here, in his own locality, upon the streams 
in which he has an interest. They all want the 
fostering and protecting arm of the Government, 
and that they have not had for twenty years past. 
Our people call for it in vain, and almost six 
months of this session have passed by, and I have 
not heard a word about it; though they are call- 
ing for enormous sums along the Atlantic coast 
and along the Pacific coast for all sorts of projects. 
There are your dry-docks, and your marine rail- 
ways, and you have expeditions to Japan, and 
you can go over the whole land and ransack heaven 
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' and earth for the purpose of finding an interest to 


be fostered, but you do not yet know that you 
have a West. 

Mr. CLARKE. You happen to know it. 

Mr. WADE, Yes, sir, thank God, I do hap- 
pen to know it; and if I can, I shall try to make 
it understood. Il wish to sée that great interest 
brought up. Ido not intend to be illiberal; 1 will 
minister, so far as my voice and my vote can con- 
tribute to it, to the building up of every great na- 
tional interest in every part and parcel of this 
Union, I care not where it may be located. 
But I know the West and Southwest have been 
shamefully neglected; and when you talk to me 
about engaging in the doubtful project of rearing 
up a great monopoly on the Atlantic coast, and 
bring it in conflict with others, until you have at 
least shown a disposition to do justice by the 
West, you cannot have my support. 1 will not 


| say that under any circumstances | would support 
remarked more than once, I think it would be doing || 


a measure like this; because 1 do not think it is 

just. Ido not believe in fostering one company 

of men and giving them such an enormous sum 

of money for the purpose of enabling them to com- 

pete with Great Britain oranybody else. If Great 

| Britain can earry our mails so much cheaper, on 
the principles of free trade, I would say, let them 
do it. You say you can buy your iron cheaper in 
England than you can here. Then why should [ 
protect you? If the mails can be carried cheaper 
than at present, why not, on the same principle, 
allow Great Britain todo it?) The fact is, that the 
free-trade principle is either correct or incorrect, 
There is no principle applicable to the trade in 
iron, coal, or to manufactures generally, which is 
not equally applicable for the purpose of carrying 
the mails. No Jesuit can draw the line of demar- 
cation on this point, and no Senator has attempt- 
ed to do it. 

These steamers are spoken of as likely to prove 
an important branch of the naval service, although 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunrer] iias 
shown as plainly as argument can show, and as 
plainly as the experience of naval men can show, 
that they would not be worth a straw in time of 

| war; and that comports with what the common 
sense of every man, even though he were nota 
naval man, would render apparent. But that was 
not the object. If the object was merely to carry 
the mails, then they can be carried at a much less 
expense than theamendment proposes. Further, 
if the object was to carry the mails, there was no 
necessity for this costly furniture, this thousand 
dollar mirror, and those other articles of luxury 
which have cost such enormous sums. If your 
| object was anything more than this, then these 
articles are equally useless, and show that there 
is no intention to use these vessels as war steam- 
ers; but that the idea is to foster and build up this 
line with special privileges to conflict with every 
other interest in the country. I, for one, will 
never consent to it. 

Mr. BAYARD said: Mr. President, had this 
debate closed during the last week, I should not 

| have been disposed to trouble the Senate with any 
remarks on the merits of the appropriation recom- 
mended by the committee for the support of the 

| line of steamers between New York and Liver- 

| pool, called the Collins line. As it is, however, 
f shall endeavor to occupy the attention of the 
Senate but a brief period while presenting my 
views with reference to the question. 

From the very high estimate 1 have formed of 
the statesmanlike qualities of the honorable and 
distinguished Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Huw- 

| TER,| arising from a close observation of his polit- 
ical course since I have been a member of this 
body, and anterior to it, and from the profound 
respect I have for his judgment, I differ from him 
with both hesitation and regret; and [ accede, also, 
to the truth of most, if not all, of the general rules 
| of policy stated in the very able address which he 
made to the Senate. I admit, too, that, as a gen- 
| eral rule, the less a government interferes in mat 
| ters of individual enterprise and individual compe 
tition, the wiser the policy. But it is not alone in 
_ the assertion and vindication of general principles 
| that the sagacity of the statesman is tried; it is 
| taxed to a far greater extent in the application of 
|those principles practically, with their proper 
modifications and limitations, to the varied affairs 
ofthe world. Fickleness of policy on any subject 
_is a source of injury to any nation, and, to a great 
| nation, it is a disgrace. 
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Now, sir , what policy y have you adopted in ref- 
erence to this question of a steam commercial ma- 
rine? In 1847, Congress determined that they 
would adopt this line of policy—that, by Govern 
ment assistance, they woul ld const ruct a steam 
commercial marinys which would be available for 
purposes of war during war; and during the more 
natural, and, it is to be hoped, the more pro- 
longed, state of the countr y—th: tof peac e—would 
he employ ed in the transportation of your mails. 
In pursuance of this policy YY, you caused advertise- 
ments to be sent forth throughout the country; an 
association of merchants in New York made pro- 
posi als to you to establish a line of steamers: be- 
tween New York and L iverpool. Those pro- 
pdsals you accepted, and the contract, on being 
made, was carried out under the superintendence 
of your own officers, and, after its completion, 
every vessel construct ted under it was accepted as 
properly constructed, according to the ter: ns of the 
contract, by your own Departments. ‘The enter- 
prise was new, and, as in all new enterprises, the 
cost, of course, was greater than had been pre 
viously contempl: ited. The increased cost had 
been auperinduc ed by a patriotic desire on the 
part of the contractors to construct vessels which 
coh d accord with your avow ed policy And, ill 
a first effort, with American mode ls and the aid of 
American skill and American genius, they sur- 
passed the rival English line, which he oa been in 
existence ten years previous. Is there no merit in 
this? Those contractors come here now, and tell 
you, nay, they prove to you, that the cost of this 
experiment is too great for them. The y have 
shown you that they have already sunk a half 
million of dollars in carrying it out for the benefit 
: the country. Ifthe polic y which you adopted 

1 1847 is not to be changed, then two questions 
arise: Are not these parties entitled to the relief 
they ask? and, to what extent should that relief be 
granted ? 

Sir, in this matter of steam navigation we have 
followed the lead of Great Britain; and though it 
may be, and undoubtedly i is, true that we should 
not fellow her ex cample in all things, yet in many 
we may certainly profit by it. What was the 
state of thingsas regards this mail service anterior 
to the introduction of steam. navigation for the 
purpose of traversing the ocean? Great Britain 
performed all her postal service on the ocean in 
mail packets, which were owned by the Govern- 
ment, exc lusive of all individual connection. Sub- 
sequent to the use of steam for the purpose of 
ocean navigation, (I think either in the Mediter- 
ranean or inthe East,) Great Britain attempted to 
follow the same course in reference to steam pack- 
ets, but the experiment was found too costly, and 
she abandoned it; and after it was demonstrated 
by the experiments of the Sirius and Great West- 
ern that the Atlantic, in defiance of the predictions 
of Dr. Lardner and others, could be safely crossed 
by steamers, she established the Cunard line—she 
established the contract system, by which the aid 
of the Government, in order to le -ssen the expense 
in the transportation of the mails, was given to 
private citizens, who eceited 7 in addition to that 
aid, such emoluments as t! vey could obtain from 
the ordinary purs suits of commerce. Such was 
the origin of this policy. My impression isclear, 
and [ do not think I can be mistaken, that in the 
first contracts of Great Britain with the Cunard 
steam company, there was no clause in reference 
to the purposes of war. The steamers were not 
so constructed. Subsequer itly that was adopted, 
and therefore they had a double obj ject in view. 
The primary one was, that they should have 
steamers which could transport the mails in time 
of peace; and next, that they might be available 
for purposes of war, in the contingency of war en- 
suing. Sir, you adopted this same policy in 1847. 

There are two leading objections. I shall not 
pause to notice all the varied arguments which 
have been urged against the appropriation recom- 
mended by the committee. The first is, that the 
steamers are not adapted to war purposes; and 
the second, that their employment in the mail ser- 

vice is an improper and unwise interference with 
private enterprises, which should always be left 
free from Government connection, and that, by 
your appropriation you encourage a commercia! 
monopoly. These I understand to be the sub- 
stantial objections urged, and strongly urged, by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia. 1 propose 
0 examine them i in their or der. 


The objection, that these steamers are n otavail- 
able for purposes of war, is an objection founded 
on opinion only, and on a conflicting 

le 


according to all the evidence in this case,) be- 
tween naval men and naval architects. If you 


resort to fact,—fact is favorable to their use 7 
solitary Instance you have is that stated by my 
friend from Texas, [Mr. Rt SK, | Mm whieh, within 
the last year, the British Government, on I 
days’ notice, have armed and equipped four of theu 


commercial steamers for the purpose of forcing 
their way-in a hostile expedition against heav 


armed fortifications. The fact stands against the 
speculative opinions of those who are opposed to 
the possi ulity of such a use of these steamers. I 


} 
i 


presume it will not be denied, that the steamer 


P ol ‘ } ' i } 

of the Collins line are as strongly built—as we 
built—as speedy and as effectual tor purposes of 
war as any commercial steamers in the Bi 


marine. If you have the fact, then, of the 


employment, and ce nflicling omni . it wise! 
to take fact and onini nm combined as the basis ol 
your determination, or to rely on cont ural ob 
iections as to the impossibility of the use of these 
steamers In War But there is much in the mean 
ing of the term. If you mean by ‘‘adapted to 


the purposes of war,’’ that these steamers are not 
adapted to all the purposes of war, [| admit that 


the obyection ¢ f the honorable Senator from Vit 
vinia is unanswered: that is, when I say “ all the 
purposes of war,’’ that they are ui fit for a nava 
engagement in the line of a fleet or in single com 
bat. gut if you mean by the words, ** adapte 

the purp ses of war,’’ that they are adapted to 
some of the uses and purposes of war, and can 
made available as an auxilary force in the su; 


port of your navy proper, in the event of a war 


then I bee leave to differ from the conelu 


which the Senator has drawn from tl evide f 
before him. | have the facts with me as regards 
the state of thingsin India, in an expedition whi 

has lately been sent from Bombay to Rangoon. | 


have at least equal weight of opinion fo: 


} 
i 
) 


availability for purposes of that sort—as di spatel 
vessels—as vessels for the transportation of troops 
for take their speed, or their size, can you que 
tion their use in that respect? and are not such 
vessels ad rprte | Lo purp ses of wil B it | 
further. IL cannot see why they should not 
adapted to the purposes of cruisers. I will en- 
deavor to illustrate my view in this respect 

You have speed in a side-wheel steamer, and in 
vessels of this particular line—and to them alone 


[ confine my remarks, and to a'l such as are equiv 
alent to them in speed _ construction—you 
have extraordinary speed; 
(in their present state, ) on a adtaie they can over- 
any vessel which they pursue. and escape 
from any vessel which they wish toavoid. They 
are capable, as they stand now, of carrying a light 
armament, even without the alteration of cutt 
down the upper deck, which would be all-suffi 
cient for the purpose of a cruiser in order to attack 
your enemy (if th 





speed with which, 





hat enemy were Great Britain 
in her most vital part—her commerce. They could 


sweep it from the face of the ocean; because no 
ship could escape them which was defenseless 
and no ship with — power to overcome, 
could overhaul then ; 

But it may be said that, on account of the eco 
struetion of these side-wheel steamers, they are 


unfit for cruisers, because they could not carry 
sufficient supply of coal. It is not necessary that 
a side-wheel steamer should depend alone upon 
her coal. I ask youto take facts here again. Do 
not Senators bear in their recollection the fact, that 
in 1851 the Atlantic, leaving Liverpool in th 
month of December, one of the most tempestuous 
seasons of the ye: _— rd having crossed more thar 
half the ocean, when eight days out broke he 
shaft? She was left then in the middle of the ocean 
with nothing but hers sails to depend upon. A fter 
attempting to combat with adverse winds and 


reach America, she abandoned that on the 11th of 


Janu: uy. She then returned towards England, 
and in eleven days crossed more than half the 
ocean under canvas alone, and that canvas but 
such as is usually carried by a ship of somewhat 
less than six hundred tons, whilst she was a ship 
of ever three thousand two hundred. I ask you. 
Mr. President, to what are you to attribute that, 


but to the perfection of her model? I ask you if 


such a steamer, properly rigged and properly 
soarred, could not go upon the ocean as a cruiser 
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Arrogant eal rincoming from Gt! raltar to Lis- 


bon, with all her sails set under full power, and 
with a free wind; and it was but 10} knots an 
hour. One of Collins’s steamers would run away 


from her 
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der steam is 14 knots an hour,and oftentimes 15. I 
speak of a fact of which Tam personally cognizant. 
I timed them day after day for two voyages across 
the Atlantic, in the steamers Atlantic and Pacific. 
I speak of what [ know withcertainty. In an ordi- 
nary smooth sea, the common speed of these vessels 
under full, but not eutiderdindicy pressure of 
steam, was 14 knots an hour. Is there no differ- 
ence of comparison here in their favor? Then 
compare the power of these vessels as cruisers with 
this crack screw-steamer of the British Navy. 
The same account states that this screw-steamer 
can carry fuel for eight days in her bunkers. Shall 
I be told, then, that a vessel which can probably 
outsail, with her sails alone, a screw-steamer 
using both her serew and her sails is not bet- 
ter adapted for cruising purposes? The best time 
of this crack serew-steamer, with both her sails and 
her steam power, was but 10} knots, or about 
twelve miles per hour. The Atlantic made nine 
miles an hour with her sails alone, and with only 
one fifth of her proper canvas, and without a 
bowsprit. 

Shall I be told, then, that a vessel capable of 
carrying eighteen days’ fuel, instead of one capa- 
ble of carrying only eight days’ fuel—a vessel 
running at the rate of sixteen to eighteen miles 
an hour, while the other is capable of running at 
the rate of twelve miles only an hour, would not 
be invaluable as acruiser? It might be, if those 


two vessels were to come into collision in single || 


conflict, or in a fleet, the vulnerability of the one 
would render her more exposed than the other. 
The two vessels might not be equal for all the 
purposes of war; but for some of ican purposes 
the swifter vessel would be essentially superior. 
Therefore, in my judgment, these steamers are 
within the declared purpose of your policy, and 
are adapted to the purposes of war. 

This I judge to be the opinion of Commodore 
Perry. Nor is that opinion contradicted by the 
long array of evidence of British officers, brought 
forward by the honorable Senator from Virginia. 
They did not touch the question. They spoke of 
propellers, as compared with side-wheel steamers, 
for all naval uses. I concede that, for the pur- 
poses of the Navy proper, a propeller is the better 
of the two. With my consent, no future vessel 
shall be built for the Navy which is not modeled 


_TeE 


The ordinary speed of the Collins steamers un- 


got ready for purposes of war in the short period 
of three days. Such a species of force is peculi- 
arly necessary in a country like ours, in addition 
to your Navy proper. I have no hostility to the 
Navy proper. I would vote for appropriations to 
sustain it, entirely apart from these lines; but as 
an auxiliary force, | hold them to be of great im- 
portance, and to be available for war purposes in 
the contingency of a war. In this country, taking 
the character of our people and the character of 
our institutions, Senators cannot doubt that we 
shall never be thoroughly prepared for war, until 
itis actually upon us. Therefore, if the uses of 
these vessels sheeld be but temporary, if they did 
but enable us to resist until we could buckle on 
our armor fully in the event of a war, | should 
still say that they were available for the purposes 
of war, and were worth the full extent of their 
cost to the nation. 
I have compared these vessels to our war 
steamers proper. Will the Senator from Vir- 
ginia tell me that the Susquehanna, the Missis- 
sippi, and the Saranac, all, 1 believe, side-wheel 
steamers, are not war steamers, and not * adapted 
for the purposes of war?’’ Where is the differ- 
ence between their structure and that of these 
steamers? As lI said before, it may be that the 
machinery of the Collins steamers is somewhat 
more exposed than the machinery of these frig- 
|ates. It was mentioned that these frigates may 
be somewhat more strongly built; but the speed is 
with the Collins steamers, and as regards vulner- 
| ability, this defect in their structure for purposes 
of battle, for naval engagements, rests more in 
| the exposure of the wheels, which are prominent 
objects—a defect common to both—than the expo- 
sure of the machinery. My information is, that 
' even as regards the propeller, in scarcely a single 
case has one of them ever been constructed in 
| which the entire machinery has been below the 
water line; and-in no case is it so with a side- 
wheei steamer. I conclude, therefore, that the 
Collins steamers will answer for some of the pur- 
poses of war, and that they were built in pursu- 
ance of our policy, according to the terms of a 
contract made by our Executive Department, and 
sanctioned by that Department as suitable vessels, 
_and those which were adapted to the purposes of 
war. 


But the Senator from Virginia tells us that their || 
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| of nearly one half. 
| that a vessel which could by one half less time 


| rate of two ae for one? 





, are concerned, where their extensive commerce is 


concerned, as is on land the proper transportation 
of correspondence. The mail service with foreign 
countries, on any principle that I can appreciate, 
is as much a governmental duty, and demands as 
much the expenditure and the attention of the 
Government as the transportation of correspond- 
ence in the interior of the country. This ] sup- 
pose to be the principal object of your policy. 
Certainty and speed are essential to the transport- 
ation of the mails, It cannot be doubted, then, 
that these vessels are fit for the service. Compare 
the propellers with the side-wheel steamers, and 
what is the result of the comparison, reasoning 
not upon opinion but upon fact? It has been 
tried over and overagain. The average voyage 
of a propeller (and there have been some very 
fine ones built in England, and some here) is from 
eighteen to twenty days between this country and 
England; and the average voyage of a side-wheel 


| steamer, taking the Collins line, or the Cunard 


line, is from eleven to twelve days—a difference 
Does the Senator suppose 


traverse the ocean, would not command the entire 
transportation of letters and passengers to the ex- 
clusion of a vessel which dragged after her at the 
The argument need 
hardly be urged in that point of view. 

But let me compare for a moment the system 


| which you have adopted on land and on sea; for 
| the duty is the same, as regards the transportation 


of your mails, whether on land or at sea; whether 
on the waters of the interior, on land in the inte- 
rior, or on the ocean. The transportation of the 


| mails is a Government daty. On land, what is 
| your system ? 


Where your post offices are loca- 
ted between points sparsely populated, and there 
is no sufficient travel to justify an expenditure for 
transportation in post-coaches, you adopt trans- 


| portation on horseback; and in that event the 


entire cost of transportation, as well as the profit 
of the carrier, must be paid by the Government. 
Wherever popuiation is sufficiently dense, and 
your communication is of sufficient importance, 
then to save yourselves expense in the perform- 
ance of an avowed duty of the Government, you 
employ post-coaches, and you pay them such rea- 
sonable compensation as, in addition to the emol- 
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| uments the contractors may derive from passen- 
gers. will enable them to transport your mails. 


iy yp I. en 


after the fashion of that steamer which was planned 


|| capacity in this respect is all a humbug, and that 
and constructed under the superintendence of my 


as dispatch vessels, and as vessels for supplies, ost-coaches are not used for the transportation 2 
gallant and distinguished friend from New Jersey, || they might be useful, but that it would not be || of the mails alone, but also for the transportation a 
{Mr. Srockxron,] and which did such good ser- || necessary to maintain them for these purposes, || of passengers. Your object in this mode of trans- ; 
vice during the war with Mexico—of enlarged || because we could always command vessels enough porting the mails is to save expense to the Gov- & 
dimensions, if you will. As applied to the Navy, || for these purposes from our commercial marine. || ernment; and there is no other object whatever. 8 
I believe such would be the best mode of construc- 


Before this policy was adopted, how did our com- 
| mercial marine stand as regards ocean steamers? 
Was there a single sea-going American steamer 
upon the ocean? Sir, the fate of the Home and the 


Distinguish it if you can, in principle, from the 
application of it on a larger scale, to the payment 
of a line of ocean steamers for the purpose of 


tion; because, in the naval service, it is essential 
that.a vessel should be able to enter into combat 
with any vessel of equal force. The pride and 


nee 
ma 


honor of the Navy demand this. The auxiliary 
power, in the contingency of war, that you would 
derive from the Collins steamers is, however, of 
immense importance in a country like ours. Not- 
withstanding the opinions cited by the Senator 
from Virginia, the Government of Great Britain 
has not abandoned her policy of aiding in the con- 
struction of mail steamers for traversing the ocean. 
She has extended it; and she has adhered, also, 
to the clause which requires them to be adapted to 
the purposes of war. That policy is a wise one, 
in my opinion, At least, it is but a matter of 
opinion and fact opposed against opinion, and the 
policy has been previously adopted by Congress. 

The defect, then, in my judgment, of this objec- 
tion is, that it assumes that these vessels are not 
available for the purposes of war, because they 
eannot be used for all the purposes of war. There 
can be no doubt as to their utility as an auxiliary 
force. Tam not going to repeat all the evidence 
of this now. I need only refer to the statement of 
Commodore Perry. He is an officer of high char- 


'| which has been constructed under contract. 


Pulaski, and the melancholy catastrophe which 
attended their destruction, will warn Senators of 
the necessity of the clause, ‘‘ adapted to war pur- 
poses.’’ It tends to give strength and security to 
| these vessels. Then you have, in my view, the 

benefits of your policy fully developed in this line, 
Will 
you now abandon those who, in pursuance of that 
policy, have constructed these vessels, to a ruin- 
ous loss, arising out of their faithful adherence to 
their contract? Is that worthy of so great a na 
tion as these United States? 

Passing from this question—for I will not fur- 
ther enlarge upon it, as it would consume too 
much of the time of the Senate on a subject which 
has been already extensively discussed—I come 
to the use of these steamers for the purposes of 
the transportation of the mail. That is the pro- 
longed use—that is the principal use to which they 
were intended to be applied at the time you au- 
thorized their construction. 
tion of their use in the postal service of the coun- 





| portation of your mails on the land ? 
if, when you give a contract for $3,000 a year to 
| a line of post-coaches, you do not, on the same 


contractors for that line, and 


I come to the ques- | 


transporting your mails across the ocean—a line 
which could not exist, from its costliness, unless 
the Government aided in its establishment. 

It has been objected that these grants create a 


| monopoly. That was the argument of the hon- 


orable Senator from Virginia, though he did not 


' much enlarge upon it. It has been repeated to the 


Senate to-day more than once, by the honorable 


| Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wape,] who last ad- 


dressed you. Ifthe argument be true, I ask you 
if it does not apply with equal force to the trans- 
I ask you 


principle, create a monopoly on the part of the 
revent others run- 
ning in oppesition to them between the same 
points?) Then, the whole Government action isa 
series of monopolies as regards the post office ser- 
vice. That is the answer to the argument. But 
the argument itself comes too late. The objection 
of monopoly, if true, existed as strongly when 
the policy was adopted in 1847, which authorized 
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acter, and great professional knowledge, He su- 
perintended the construction of these vessels, in 
part. He gives you their dimensions, their 
strength, and their strueture. He tells you that 
: they can be made available for purposes of war, 
s and he also iells you the mode in which that can 
be done. He gives the reasons why they can be 
made available. He gives you the cost at whic’ 
it can be done, which is a mere trifle. You have 


try, because your policy had a double object. It 
was not for war purposes alone that you built 
these steamers. You contemplated the contin- 
gency of war; but the principal object was their 
utility during the continuance of peace, for the 
transportation of the mails; and for that purpose 
their utility is not questioned, and it is unquestion- | 
able. The mail service in this, and in all coun-" 
tries, on land, is a Government duty,and with all 


the erection of the steamers, as it does now, and 
it would be gross injustice, and that species of 
fickleness which is disgraceful to a nation, if, hav- 
ing adopted roam ore ie having involved indi- 
vidual capital and individual fortune under your 


own action, you should recklessly abandon them 
to destruction, because you choose now to raise 
the cry of monopoly. 





a statement as to the time in whichit can be done, 
from the evidence of the British experiment lately 


great maritime nations which have the power to 
| control that service on the ocean, it is as much a 


made in the East Indies, where such vessels were || Government duty, where their maritime interests 





But, Mr. President, this is no monopoly in any 
sense of the term. The business of transporta- 
tion between Europe and America was a monop- 
oly before the Collins line was established. That 
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1852. 








is a line established by the American Government 


to encourage and sustain American competition for 
the purpose of destroying a British monopoly ; and 
on that ground alone, if no other, this appropria- 
tion should be made. Gentlemen can neither evade 
nor deny this answer to their allegation of monop- 
oly. Anterior to the establishment of this line, 
the Cunard line controlled the entire postal service 


between England and the United States, and you | 
may say between Europe and the United States. | 


Since this Government authorized the construc- 
tion of the Collins line, we have gone far in the 


competition, and ultimately we will divide the | 
receipts. Is that the establishment of a monopoly? |) 


or is it not that you aid American enterprise and 
American skill in a very costly undertaking with 
a view to break down a British monopoly. 
answer, to my mind, is conclusive. 
monopoly can have no rational weight as an ob- 
jection to this appropriation. I repeat, that if it 
be a monopoly, your whole postal service system 
is a monopoly; and that this is peculiarly free 


The | 
The cry of | 


from such an objection, because the line cannot | 


exist without Government, and by its establish- 
ment you broke down the monopoly which had 


existed on the part of Great Britain anterior to its | 


establishment. Abandon 
and you give to Great Britain the entire control of 
your postal service on the ocean between Europe 
and America; and you give to her, further, ail the 
passengers, except the emigrants, and a very large 
share of the freight on light and costly goods. 
This does not depend upon opinion. 
establish it conclusively. 
line in 1839. 
was running as a private vessel across the ocean. 


Cunard established his 


these steamers now, | 


Facts | 


At that time the Great Western | 


It had commenced the business to New York be- | 


fore him. The Cunard line ran to Boston. 
ships of that line were not superior in any respect 
to the Great Western, which, after an ineffectual 


The | 
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contest, was obliged to draw off, because the busi- |! 


ness would not support it, 


Bristol, | believe, the Cunard line still running to 
Boston, which certainly, as a commercial place, 
has no equality with New York. The President 


was lost in the depths of the ocean. The British | 


Queen, after a serious loss in the business, was 
obliged to withdraw, and was sold, I believe, to 
one of the continental Powers. The Great Brit- 


The British Queen | 
and the President were then established by a Brit- | 
ish company, running between New York and | 





these steamers are not infinitely stronger when 
built under such a clause, and with such addition- 
al expenditure, than when built otherwise? The 
cost adds to their security. You must pay for 
such vessels as you employ in the mail service, 
whether you employ fragile or substantial vessels; 
whether your policy be to uphold vessels which 
could be made available for purposes of War, and 
which would give security to life during peace, or 
you disregard both these purposes, you must 
still pey forthem. The question is merely a ques- 
tion of amount, as to what you shall pay for the 
transportation of the mails over the ocean. For 
my own part, | shall place the safety of a single 
vessel, containing one hundred American lives, if 
preserved by this clause, above the entire sum 
which you have to pay for the transportation of 
the mails in these steamers. 

But, sir, the honorable Senator from Virginia 
used an argument which, l believe, was repeated 
to-day, by the honorable Senator from Ohio, that 
this line either pays, or it does not pay; and that 
if it does not pay, and if Great Britain chooses 
to be foolish enough to transport your mails at a 
loss to herself, let her do so; for it wou!d be no 
injury to you. I think this argument is what we 
lawyers would call anon sequitur. It may be per- 
fectly true, that while Great Britain enjoys a mo- 
nopoly in the transportation of mails and passen- 
gers between Europe and America, a line would 
pay, both to her and the contractors; but when you 
establish a rival line, by the aid of the Govern- 
ment, it may also well be, that it would not be profit- 
able to her, because the business would be divided. 
Shall we weigh $300,000, or $500,000, the excess 
of cost over postages, in comparison with a sur- 
render to our great commercial rival of a business 
which is profitable so long as she has the monop- 
oly of it, and which enables her to transport the 
entire trans-Atlantic mails, and thus places them 
under her control? I believe the British Post 
Office have not always been remarkably scrupu- 
lous in reference to the inviolability of mails in 
their own country, and | know of no reason to 
suppose that they would be more abstinent in 
reference to mails within their custody on the 
ocean. Will you adopt a policy which will place 
the entire transportation of your mails under their 
control; which will put into their hands the trans- 


portation of passengers; which will lay a tax on 


ain, a screw-steamer, attempted the same thing; || 


but it is perfectly well known that her losses of 
capital were very serious during the time she was 
engaged in the trade. I hold it, therefore, to be 
certain, that if you abandon this line for want of 
governmental aid and support, it must go down, 
and you do, by that act, abandon to Great Britain 
the entire transportation of the mails across the 
ocean between Great Britain and America. You 
abandon to Great Britain the entire transportation 
of passengers, except emigrants, between Eng- 


tinent and America, and abandon a very yaluable | 


and costly freight, which would otherwise be 
beneficial to American citizens. 


Sir, no American citizen ventured in the lapse || 


of ten years to enter into this business in opposi- | 


tion to the Cunard line. They could not contend 


with a line which was sustained by the Treasury | 


of Great Britain, when they knew that that line 
was established by a Government which gave its 


r ‘ . ; 
allowances according to the exigencies of the case, | 
and which, if the allowance was not sufficient, | 


would instant! 
her cammmattind policy, and in order to maintain 
such a line as would aid in giving her the con- 
trolling power in reference to the commerce of the 
world. But the Senator from Virginia said: 
**Does any man suppose that, if we were to advertise 


and dispense with the unnecessary clause in relation to war 
purposes we would not have ships of our own that could be 


increase it, in order to establish | 


made suitable for carrying the mail, and suitable for com- | 


mercial purposes ?”? 


This is but an opinion, and, I confess, one to 
which I cannot assent. 


Security and confidence | 


in the strength of a vessel are always great es- | 


sentials in the carriage of passengers; and most 
surely these vessels would all be built stronger in 
consequence of the war clause. 


Mr. Livingston, | 


in his remarks, to which the honorable Senator 
from Virginia referred, says, that in consequence | 
of this war clause, the cost of the construction of 


I ask you if |) 


the steamers was $200,000 more. 


American citizens for the advancement of Brit- 
ish commerce, by giving them the freight of light 
and costly goods between the principal sea-port of 
your country, and the principal sea-port of Eng- 
land? Willyou do all this for the sake of saving 
from $300,000 to $500,000 a year? Such may be 
the judgment of the honorable Senator from Ohio, 


| but it is not mine, and [| trust it will not be that of 


|| tains, by her Treasury, her Cunard line. 
land and America, and the great part of the Con- | 


the American Senate. 

As to free competition, it is out of the question, 
as long as Great Britain makes advances and sus- 
Our 
propellers may run, but will our propellers, with 
a speed of one half that of the side-wheel steamers, 


| carry passengers, or will they carry the mails? 


No man acquainted with commercial correspond- 
ence, or the habits of commercial people, can, for 
a moment, hesitate as tothat. They may attempt 
it for a time; but they must ultimately give way 
to the superior advantages arising from speed and 
certainty,such as have been exhibited either by the 
Cunard line or the Collins line. 

To defeat this appropriation, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Virginia also throws in this further ob- 
jection. By a comparison of the postage, made 
from the month of April, 1850, I think to Decem- 
ber, 1851, he exhibited the receipts from the Col- 


| lins line, in order to show the great extent of cost 


which it was tothe country. I submit—though it 


| is not pre material to my views of this question— 


that the honorable Senator hard'y makes a fair 
comparison in such acase. This line commenced 
in April, 1850, and had but two ships; they ran 
at irregular periods—at no stated days. The line 
was not in full operation till the month of Novem- 
ber, 1850. Then the receipts would not afford a 
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make an Unfair comparison. What l mean by 
‘* unfair ’’ is, that the comparison is nota just one, 
for the purpose of ascertaining the probable future 
receipts from the Collins line. 

Mr. HUNTER. The period to which the state- 
ment went was up to the 3]st of March, 1852. 

Mr. BAYARD. Conceding the fact to be so, 
still these vessels ran from the 27th April, 1850, 
down to the month of November, for which time 
the honorable Senator includes the receipts of post- 
age, 


Now, during that time but two vessels were 
on the line. They ran atirrezular intervals. They 
were bound to run twice a month, but there was 
no regularity then, as in the case of the Cunard 
steamers which ran week during eight 
months in the year. Does any gentleman sup- 
pose that with an old line established, for ten 
years, the commercial community would abandon 
a regular line of postal communication, for the un- 
certain days at which these two steamers were then 
running, and that, too, when their merits had not 


every 


been tested upon the ocean so as to give confidence 
in the certainty and celerity of their voyages? But 
again, there were other difficulties, as regards the 
transportation of the mail by the Collins steamers, 


which should be considered in reference to the ac 
count of the anterior postages, if any inferer 
to be drawn from them to what 


amount of postage for the future. 


ceis 
as will be the 
You may not, 
itis true, receive he-eafter an amount of po ta 


re 


sufficient to reimburse your existing allowance 
to this line of steamers, bul I conte: d that no fair 
calculation of your receipts for the future can be 


based upon the previous receipts of post we from 


After the steamers of the Ameér- 
ican line were started in the year 1850, so ufuch 
importance did the British Government attach to 
the mail system—so much were they opposed to 
the American line, so much were they determined 
to destroy it if they could, that a Post Office order 
was issued, by which they rave notice to the world 
that every sea letter mailed in Great Britain, which 
was not indorsed with the specific name of the 
United States steamer by which it was to be sent, 


the Collins line, 


| though mailed before the sailing of the American 


just inference as to future receipts, except for a sin- | 


gle year, up to the time the returns were stated to 
be made. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senator is mistaken as 
to the period. I took the period given at the Post 
Office Department, which was nearly two years. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam perfectly aware that the 
intention of the honorable Senator was not to 





steamer, would be retained until the sailing of the 
subsequent Cunarder, They adhered to this— 
after remonstrance by our Government—uutil they 
were threatened that the postal treaty would be 
abandoned if they did not abrogate that order, and 
they ultimately yielded. This is notall, as tothe 
unfair course which was taken by the Government 
of Great Britain, in order to prevent the transport- 
ation of the mails by the Collins line. Underthe 
postal treaty, France was not included; and on a 
letter sent from the United States which would be 
prepaid to the amount of twenty-one cents, that 
is, five cents for American postage, and sixteen 
cents for sea postage, the British Government, 
down to May, 1851, charged sixteen cents addi- 
tional sea postage, as well as transit postage for 
transmitting it to France; in other words, a letter 
going to France from the United States by a Col- 
lins line steamer paid precisely double the sea post- 
age ofa letter going to France by a Cunard steamer. 
This course was persisted in down to May, 1851. 
Again, as regards the transit duty, Great Britain 
still retains for that duty from twenty-four to forty 
cents an ounce, for letters sent by our line two the 
continent and to France. We charge her twelve 
and ahalf cents an ounce on closed mails sent from 
New York to Canada. She charges twenty-four 
cents an ounce on all letters sent to France, and 
from that up to forty cents an ounce on letters 
sent to the Continent. 

With these obstacles on the part of the British 
Government—with this disposition manifested by 
that Government—is it wonderful that with a line 
which was not fully organized until the com- 
mencement of 1851, you should not have had re- 
turns of postage equivalent to what you may expect 
when that line has evinced its superiority of speed 
and certainty of passage, and has become by our 

aid certainly and permanently established? The 
Postmaster General, at the commencement of the 
present session of Congress, recommended to our 
serious consideration the propriety of putting an 
end to the postal treaty, unless Great Britain should 
| recede from her system, by which she charges 
twenty-four cents transit duty on letters going to 
France and the Continent of Europe. [ under- 
stand this morning from him, that the probabili- 
ties now are, that she will recede, and will accept 
| a transit duty of twelve and a half cents, which is 
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the sum she pays to us on closed mails from New 
York to Canada; and that sucha treaty will prob- 
ably be negotiated. But this difficulty has here- 
tofore existed, and has afforded a sufficient reason 
why, io an estimate of the amount of the postage 
hereafter to be received, you cannot safely and 
fairly resort to that which has been hitherto re- 
ceived. IL cannot doubt, when this line is estab- 
lished alternating with the Cunard line between 
New York and Liverpool, that at least one half, 
if not more, of the postage between the twa coun- 
tries will come into the ‘Treasury of this Govern- 
ment, 

There is another exception which was urged by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia, and that is, 
that this amendment imbodies in it some of the 
worst features of the protective system; and he 
instances, in support of this objection, as a fact, 
that certain iron-masters of Pennsylvania, who 
came here this winter for the purpose of claiming 
an increased duty upon iron, represented to him, 
as one of their difficulties, in consequence of which 
they required protection, that these steamers 
brought over lange quantities of iron in ballast. 
That has been denied by a Senator on this floor. 
I think there is an error as regards the fact. I do 
know—(for to my misfortune, though I never was 
an iron-master myself, I had those intimately con- 
nected with me who were engaged in that busi- 
ness)—-that long anterior to the establishment of 
this line of steamers, it was a common complaint 
that transport vessels, passenger vessels, from 
Scotland, from Wales. from Liverpool, brought 
over iron in ballast, at little or no cost, or that the 
freights were so small that the American iron- 
masters could not compete with them, when they 
brought their iron from the interior of the coun- 
try to the sea-board. I have never yet understood 


that that objection applied to these steamers. At | 


all events, the evil existed before to just as great 
an extent, and did not arise out of this system. 
But | mean to express no opinion now on the pro- 
priety or expediency of increasing the duty on 
iron, either one way or the other, but I do say, 
that if it is to be increased it must be from consid- 
erations totally different from those which apply 
to the present appropriation. 

It is not a parallel case to say that the iron in- 
terest is depressed by the capital and wealth of 
Great Britain, and therefore ought to be protected. 
That cannot be compared with the case of the Col- 
lins line, which asks an increased allowance from 
you, based upon the fact of the direct action of 
the British Government, in support of their line. 
The British line stands sustained by the treasury 
of Great Britain. If gentlemen will show me that 
the iron interest, or any manufacturing interest, 
or any other interest in this country, is affected by 
the governmental support of a conflicting interest 
in another country, I will agree to go to any ex- 
tent in countervailing that. I will give tothe hon- 
orable Senator a parallel case,in my judgment: 
Suppose the Government of Great Britain were to 
grant a bounty of €5 per ton, or any other sum 
vou please, on iron exported to the United States, 
l ask that honorable Senator if he or any other 
man on this floor would count the cost of coun- 
tervailing that? 
sponding tax on British iron, for the purpose of 
shielding American industry from the direct action 
of the British Government? Sir, this is an ex- 
ceptional case. Thevery basis on which it stands 
makes it entirely defensible. 

Mr. President, free trade, even by those who 
advocate it to the utmost extent, must be founded 
upon the doctrine of reciprocity. Reciprocity is 
the doctrine of our Government. It is true, that 
foreign Governments may force you, by their 
action, into a course of policy which, if they ab- 
stained from action, would be unwise on our part. 
Lam willing to trust American skill and American 
industry in competition with any people on the 
globe, when they stand nation opposed to nation, 
without governmental interference. But if the 
treasury of a foreign nation is poured into the laps 
of individuals for the purpose of destroying either 
the iron interest of my country, or for the purpose 
of building up a commercial marine at the expense 
of thecommerce and prosperity of the United States, 
I, for one, will count no cost in countervailing such 
governmental action on the part of Great Britain, 
orany other foreign power. This isa case, there- 


fore, of the direct application of the funds of the | . 
British nation in sustaining their line, which makes || city of New York, as ship-owners; that Mr. Col- || had already had a pro rata increase, making the 


Would he not impose a corre- | 
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| of other parts of the country, and said if youmade | 


= 


it exceptional to the general rule which the hon- | 


orable Senator from Virginia advocated, and in 
which I mainly agree with him. This line stands 
in a different position from others; and in the vote 
which I shall give in reference to this appropria- 
tion, [do not commit myself to an appropriation 
for any other line, unless it can be brought within 
similar circumstances and is affected by similar 
causes. 
There is yet another objection on the part of the 
distinguished Senator from Virginia, that the ef- 
fect of this grant is to build up New York to an 
extent which is invidious and wrong. He spoke 


this grant to New York, it would be your duty to | 


|make grants for lines from other cities in the 


, allsources by nearly $17,000 a voyage. 


| ought to cover the running expenses of these ves- 
| sels; and he goes on to argue upon that basis to 


| itself, of course, cannot be right. 


Union. Sir, I cannot so view this appropriation. 
The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cass] has fully | 
answered this point. The reason w hy you make | 
this grant to a line from New York results from 
her locality. New York is the great center of 
your commerce. ‘Two thirds of it is coneentered 
there. Sheis connected with the great center of 
European commerce—Liverpool. ‘his line rans 
from the one place to the other. In my judgment, 
the principle upon which your mail facilities must 
be granted is, the wants of the community and the 
course of your commerce. As a general rule, 
correspondence and travel will follow in the path- | 
way of commerce. I hold, therefore, that this 
grant is not-founded upon any peculiar favor to | 
New York, but is given to her because of her | 
local position, and for the benefit of the interests of | 
the whole Union. The foreign commercial interests || 
of the United States are concentered at New York. | 
Necessity, therefore, requires that you should es- | 
tablish a commercial line of steamers in connec- | 
tion with that great point of your foreign com- 
merce. Hence I conclude that this line ought to 
be sustained, . 

The next question is as to the extent of com- 
vensation which js necessary for that purpose. 
I'he owners of the line have proved to you, by the 
oath of an indifferent person, that is an uninterested 
person, that theaverage annual amount of their ex- 
penses exceeded the amount of their receipts from | 
liis said 
that this testimony is ex parte. Why, that is a 
strange, objection to be heard in this Chamber, 


| when there is nota claim which you pass upon 


which is not founded purely upon ea parte testi- 

mony, and testimony, allow me to say, of the 

loosest character. Youhave here a detailed state- 

ment of the items of cost, taken from the books of | 
this company, sworn to by an uninterested party, | 
showing exactly the amount of theirloss. What || 
is the reply to that? The honorable Senator from || 
Virginia tells you that he has had a conjectural 
statement made by a young gentleman of talents 
and promise, who is an engineer in the Navy, and || 
that his statement shows that $300,000 a year } 


show that the extent of the proposed grant would 
be entirely beyond what ought to be paid by the || 
Government, and that no further extension of aid 
was necessary to sustain this line. But if the 
basis of the calculation be wrong, the calculation 


Would the honorable Senator oppose a conjec- 
tural statement, of which not even the items are || 
given, made out by an individual, who, however 


| talented he may be, can have no particular knowl- 


| lation? 


| side; and you havea conjectural estimate, without 
items, on the other side. 


edge of all the expenses incident to a sea-going 
line of steamers between New York and Liver- 
pool; the dock charges; the extent of the supplies 
necessary for passengers, and all the incidental || 
expenses of vessels of such a size, in which he || 
may have never traveled, and as to which he can 
have no practical knowledge, to a statement which 
gives us the details of actual expenditures? Are | 
we to take ah estimate, a mere estimate in gross, || 
without knowing what items enter into the caleu- || 
Are we to take a conjectural estimate, | 
which places the cost of running these vessels at || 
$300,000, in opposition to the actual expenditures || 
proved by the oath of an uninterested party ? 
But there is another answer to this species of || 
evidence. You have facts sworn to on the one 


You have also the fact | 
that the owners of this line, anterior to its estab- || 
lishment, had been successful merchants in the 


| his line in 1839. 


| can point it out. — 4 ty Whi 
| was the sum paid to Cunard anterior to his being 


703,000. 





lins conducted a packet line in New York, with 
skill and success, for years anterior to his embark- 
ing in this business. You have the further fact, 
that there could be no motive for making the ex- 
penditures lavish and unnecessary, with a view to 
contingent chances of a successful claim upon the 
bounty of Congress for an enlarged appropriation. 
It is vain to suppose that sucha motive could have 
entered into the minds of rational men. When 
you take these undeniable facts connected with the 
matters sworn to by a disinterested witness, taken 
from the books of the company, on what ground 


is it that you can rely upon conjecture, a8 opposed 


to facts so supported ? 

But the honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Unperwoop] makes an estimate against these 
facts also, notin order to show that these expenses 
have not been incurred, but to show that they have 
been improvidently incurred, His estimate ex- 
cludes almost all the important items; and because 
he, as well as I, are both ignorant of the subject, 
he draws inferences against the expenditures. 
Now, I should suppose that the former manage- 
ment of these parties in the business in. which they 
were previously engaged, the want of motive on 
their part for an extravagant expenditure, and the 
ceneral character of the contractors,may well rebut 
the inferences of the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tueky. The honorable Senator from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Jongs,] will not go beyond $25,000 a voyage, 
because, he says, that is larger than the allowance 
which the British Government makes to the Cu- 
nard line. Allow me to remark, that the allowance 
by the British Government is no criterion for us; 
but if you will take the example of England, take 
the whole of her example. Cunard established 
At that time the rate of compen- 
sation allowed him by the British Government 
was £65,000 or $325,000; and after a short time 
the expenses of the undertaking were so heavy in 


|| proportion to the receipts, that he suspended pay- 


ment. The British Government did not then aban- 
don him, but they advanced his compensation to 
$425,000 a year; and in pursuance of their policy, 
when we determined to establish a line between 
New York and Liverpool, (for er had no line 
running there previously,) they doubled the grant 
to Cunard in order to enable him to establish a 
rival line. They have gone on and encouraged 
that line by appropriations sufficient to sustain and 
enlarge it. 

I have said that the amount which they allowed, 


| is no criterion for the allowance which should be 


made by us. Let me point out here what I con- 


| sider an error in one of the calculations of the hon- 


orable Senator from Virginia, as it affects in part, 
the argument of the honorable Senator from Ten- 


| nessee, inasmuch as it shows that the allowance 


to the Cunard line is greater than is supposed even 
on the admitted facts. The honorable Senator 
from Virginia says, that the allowance per trip, or 
voyage, to the Cunard line, at £145,000 per.an- 
num, is $14,000 a voyage. Now, I make it 
$16,354 a voyage. The basis of that calculation, 
1 will state, and if there be. error it, the Senator 
Taking £145,000 sterling, which 


ordered up to weekly trips, it would amount to 
$703,000, computing the pound sterling at $4 85, 


| which is about the average rate of exchanges. The 


variance, however, can be very little, whether you 
take it at $4 80 or $4 85 to the pound. The re- 
duction of the pound sterling to dollars at these 
different rates produces the difference between the 
statement which we have heard, of $696,000 and 
If we divide ee by forty-three, 
the number of trips which the Cunard line were 
bound to perform before they were ordered up to 
fifty-two trips, and it gives $16,354 per trip. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator will perceive that 
he is bringing up the old difficulty, as to whether 
the compensation is £170,000 odd, or £145,000. 
The statement of £145,000, or $696,000, was the 
statement emanating from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and furnished by the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee. 1 took his statement in prefer- 
ence to the one which was made upon a supposi- 
tion. Now, according to the last accounts we 
received, the Cunarders were ordered up to fifty- 


“two trips a year. Well, fifty-two trips at $696,000 
_would give something less than $14,000 a trip; 


but it is now stated that, owing to the fact that 


they had been ordered up to fifty-two trips, they 
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compensation £179,000. Even taking that state- 
ment, it leaves but a little over $16,000 a trip. — 

Mr. BAYARD. I concede that if you divide 
£145,000 by fifty-two trips, it will only give about 
$14,000 a trip; but what warrant have we for the 
assumption that they only receive £145,000 since 
they have been ordered up to fifty-two trips? The 
papers show, and the British Admiralty accounts 
show, that when the contract was for weekly trips 
during eight months in the year, and semi-monthly 
trips during the remaining four months, they re- 
ceived £145,000. . 

Mr. HUNTER. There was evidence in the 
Post Office Department that the Cunarders had 
been ordered up to fifty-two trips, but there was 
no evidence that there was any increased compen- 
sation for those trips. 

Mr. BAYARD. The learned Senator then pre- 
sumes that, because there was no evidence in the 
Post Office Department that the increased com- 
pensation had been made, (and it is a matter 
which will not be ascertained until the Admiralty 
reports are published,) it was not to be inferred 
that when the Cunard line were ordered up to 
fifty-two trips, their allowance was not increased. 
Is it reasonable to suppose so? Such has not 
been hitherto. the course of the British Govern- 
ment. The British Government assisted the 
Cunard line when there was no opposition to it, 
and raised its compensation from $325,000 to 
$425,000 a year. Afterwards they raised the 


compensation to £145,000, when they required | 


increased service. Then by what reasonable con- 
clusion can the Senator deduce his argument, that 
when they ordered up the Cunarders from forty- 
three to fifty-two trips, they did not also give a 
pro rata increase in the compensation ? 

Mr. HUNTER. This is no inference of mine. 
I have given the facts as far as they are known. 
I can reason upon no imaginary statement of facts 
in opposition to what is known. ‘The Senator 
infers that the compensation has been increased. 
In my argument I have given this line the benefit 
of this supposition; and if you assume that the 
Cunarders now receive £175,000, their compensa- 
tion will still be but $16,000 a trip. If you as- 
sume the old compensation, (and there is no evi- 
dence that it has been changed,) it leaves $14,000 
a trip; and both sums are far under what we 
already give to the Collins line. 

Mr. BAYARD. I concede that it is a statement 
of facts, so far as the alteration of the service goes; 
but there is no statement of fact to warrant the 
presumption that the compensation was not in- 
creased commensurately with the increase of the 
service. But the natural inference from one fact 
to the other would be that the compensation was 
increased, arguing from the previous conduct of 
the British Government. I shall, therefore, still 
contend that, upon the facts cited by the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, he ought to have drawn 
the conclusion as an inference of fact that an in- 
creased allowance was made, commensurate with 
the increased service to be performed. Whether 
the fact had come to the knowledge of the Depart- 
ment or not is of no moment, It is not, at any 
rate,a matter of much consequence, except asaflect- 
ing the question of relative amount, and in my view, 
as I have already stated, that is no criterion for 
us. But, in truth, you cannot tell what is now 
allowed by the British Government to the Cunard 
line. Do you know what is allowed for the line 
which they have established from Havre to Liver- 
pool, which carries goods without charge at the 
time when a Cunard vessel is about to sail from 
Liverpool and an American steamer from Havre, 


until the American steamer has left the port of | 


Havre, and then charges freight and raises the 
price across the ocean more than double? Can you 
tell what allowance is made to the Cunard line by 
the British Admiralty for this purpose? Can you 
tell what allowance is made for the Artwerp line, 
which has been just established in connection with 
the Cunard line, in order to break down your com- 
mercial intercourse across the Atlantic with the 
continent of Europe? The difference between the 
modes of transacting business in the two countries 
is, that in England all those allowances are a 
matter of Admiralty discretion. They require no 
legislative discussion, as they do here, and are not 
brought before the public. The Admiralty, at their 
will and pleasure, allow such amounts as they 
may deem proper. The allowance may be made 
in the name of one man or another. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


seen enough, in the course which the British Gov- 
ernment has taken for the purpose of breaking 
down the Collins line, to justify us in the belief 
that they will not be very restrictive in the extent 
of the grant they would make for the purpose of de- 
stroying arival line. They have already consent- 
ed to,if not advised subsidiary, lines, which tend 
todiminish the receipts from freight and passengers 
of the Collinsand the Havre lines. There itis nota 
matter of parliamentary discussion. You do not 
know but that the sum granted to-day will be in 

creased by one third more to-morrow. Theiralleged 
allowance, therefore, affords no criterion for that 
which we should make. 

There are also two elements for increased allow- 
ance in this case, which do not exist in reference 
to the Cunard line. The first I presume will be 
admitted—that there is an increased tonnage and 
an increased power to propel the tonnage, which 
is essential to the Collins line, and that increase of 
tonnage and of power, and consequent expense 
was incurred m order to enable them to surpass 
the British line upon the ocean. The boat race, 
as the honorable Senator from Ohio chooses to cal! 
it, was not with a view to a mere exhibition of 
national vanity; for he may rely upon it that speed 
and certainty in ocean transit will command the 
mails and passengers between Europe and Amer- 
ica. It is no trivial matter, such as he seeks to 
represent it. You have the fact that the entire 
tonnage, according to the British system of meas- 
urement, of the seven Cunard steamers is 13,286 
tons, while the tonnage of the four American 
steamers, according to the same measurement, is 
13,702, an excess of over 400 tons on the part of 
the four American steamers. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is very different from 
the statement which I have received from the Navy 
Department. 

Mr. BAYARD. It may be so; but my inform 
ation is totally different. My information is, that 
our system of tonnage measurement increases 
nearly one fourth upon that of Great Britain, Our 
steamers do not rate by our tonnage as much as 
they do by British tonnage. The Pacificand Bal 
tic are, I believe, according to our tonnage, over 
2,700 tons; the Arctic and Atlantic are, I believe, 
2,800 tons. Their, average tonnage, according to 
British measurement, would be 3,425 tons. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mystatement was made out 
by Mr. Isherwood. He puts the Collins steamers 
in this way: the Atlantic and Pacific 2,686 tons 
each; the Arctic and Baltic 2,772 tons each. The 
two largest of the Cunarders, the Asia and Africa, 
he puts at 2,226 tons each; and he informed me 
that including the Canada, there were eight Cunard- 
ers, and their average was a little over 2,000 tons. 
Therefore, the aggregate tonnage of the Cunarders 
would be something like 16,000 tons, whilst the 
aggregate tonnage of the four Collins steamers 
would be only about 11,000 tons. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will state to the honorable 
Senator that, as regards the registered tonnage of 
our own steamers, there is an error in that calcu- 
lation from whoever it comes. It will be found 
to beso. by reference to the published reports from 
the Navy Department. Commodore Perry’s letter 
[Ex. Doc. No. 91, p. 88] gives you the registered 
tonnage of the four steamers; the Atlantic is over 
2,845, the Arctic 2,856, the Pacific 2,707, and the 
Baltic 2,727 tons. lam sure of the fact that the 
Atlantic and Artic are over 2,800—that is American 
tonnage. It must be recollected that there is a dif- 
ference between American and British tonnage. 

Mr. HUNTER. In this account, Mr. Isher- 
wood also states, that the average time of the trips 
of the Collins line is about eleven days and seven- 
teen hours, and of the Cunarders, twelve days. 
The average for the Cunarders includes the Europa 

) and Canada; but if you take the average of the 
Asia and Africa alone, they are about equal to the 
Collins average. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1} am not discussing the ques- 
tion of average time. I know that the Asia and 
Africa of the Cunard line, are nearly equal to 
the average of the Collins line. But you must 
take the average of the two lines together. I do 
not understand that communication to say that the 
tonnage stated is registeted tonnage; if it does so, 
then I deny its authenticity. I deny that the 
registered British tonnage, and the registered 
American tonnage, arethe same. Inthe one case, 
you have given you the British registered tonnage 


We have || for the British vessels, and the statement of Amer- 
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ican tonnage for American vessels, when, in point! 
of fact, the American tonnage is one fourth greater. 
I repeat the assertion that, measured according to 
the British system of measurement, there is a 
difference of over four hundred tons in favor of 
the four Collins steamers, as against the seven 
Cunard steamers; nor_are there more than seven 
steamers in that line, including the Canada, I 
say, therefore, that the aggregate tonnage of the 
seven Cunard steamers amounts to 13,286 tons, 
while the tonnage of the four Collins steamers, 
according to the same system of British measure- 
ment, is 13,702 tons. No man, in his senses, 
who ever saw the Asia and one of our steamer 
alongside, can doubt that ours are one third larger, 
measure them by what sy stem you will. 

[ submit, therefore, that the average tonnage, 
which, in the case of the Collins line, 1s 8,425 tons, 
against 1,900 on the part of the Cunard steamers, 
must necessarily have increased power to propel 
it. With this increased power the Collins steam 
ers have obtained superior speed, for though it 
may be true that the Asia and Africa approx- 
imate very closely to the average time of the Col- 
lins steamers, and | admit that they do, yet, 
taking the average of the British line, they are 
excelled by at least a day in speed by the 
line. If we have equaled them in this res; 
we have done all that we could expect, and what 
few men thought could be done at the time this 
enterprise was entered upon by these gentlemen 
in New York. Failure was prophesied almost 
universally. The idea of competing with Great 
Britain in the construction of steam-vessela which 
speed and 
certainty was considered amad scheme. Instead 
of equaling, they have actually excelled the Cu- 
nard steamers. The quantum of excellence is a 
very material matter in this point of view. It is 
more creditable than the honorable Senator from 
Virginia seems willing to allow to the enterprise, 
and genius, and patriotic exertions of his country- 
men. 

There is another element which must 
taken into the account, for the increased cost of 


these vessels. 


Collins 


rect, 


should be able to cross the ocean with 


also be 


I am not going into any details 
about the question of cost, for it is one which I 
cannot undertake to determine. ‘The rate of In 

terest in the two countries is essentially different. 
When the British Government are dealing with 
capitalists in their country, where capital com- 
mands but two and a half per cent. interest, and 
for the purpose of inducing them to enter into a 
new and untried business, which is to be of great 
advantage, both as regards commerce and the na- 
tional pride, and when the American Government 
are entering into a similar contract with a capital- 
ist here, and that, too, against previously-estab- 
lished and successful lines, the rate of interest here 
being six percent. instead of two and a half, f ask 
whether, in the allowance which ought to be made 
by this Government to the Ainerican line of steam 

ers, that is not an element to be taken into the ae 

count, with a view to its increase? I will now 
state to you a view which I have taken, of a ecal- 
culation which was brought as evidence before the 
Senate, by the honorable Senater from Virginia, 
which, I think, corroborates strikingly the amount 
recommended by the Committee on Finance as 

proper appropriation; and theamoum sworn to as 
a necessary appropriation, by these cortractors 
I refer to the statement of Mr. Williams, manager 
of the Dublin Steam-Packet Company, cited by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia. The esti 
mate of Mr. Williams, I shall show, conforms to 
the statement made out in detail by the owners of 
the Collins line. this testi- 
mony here, for the purpose of throwing doubt 
upon the propriety of this 


The Senator produces 


appropriation. Surely, 
| am entitled to have the benefit of his information 
in favor of its being granted. Mr. Williams was 
a competent person to judge of the expenses of 
such an undertaking. Hewas the manager of the 
Dublin Steam-Packet Company; and, therefore, 
better acquainted than the honorable Senator from 
Virginia or myself, with all the details connected 

with the management of steam-vessels. He was 
la man who had been practically engaged in the 
business, and who knew the average cost of sus- 
taining a line of sea-going steamers. He was un- 
der examination by a parliamentary committee, 
and his statement is, that the averagesum necessary 
to carry on a fuir business, is from twenty-four to 
twenty-five per cent. per annum upon the capital 
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invested. This is exclusive of the amount of run- 
ing expenses. So the Senator from Virginia ad- 
mits, and so the rest of his testimony shows. This 
gentleman then goes on to estimate the items that 
are always counted amongst business men, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the cost and probable suc- 
cess of the business. Let us compare his esti- 
mates with the statement here, and see if it does 
not corroborate it. This gentleman states: 

“ We caleulate eight per cent., at least, for maintenance ; 
that is, the ordinary price for keeping the vessel always up 
in the most perfect order; keep her in running condition for 
business. Some companies consider it should be ten per 
cent.; we have found eightis sufficient. [should say the 
insurence alone would be five per cent., and there is the de- 
preciation, which would require at least four, six, or seven 
per cent.--say, four percent. at the lowest—the fund for re- 
placing the vessel, and six per cent. profit.” 

I will now take the sworn statement of these 
individuals as to the items, about which there is 
no room for mistake, or miscalculation—I mean 
the ordinary and running expenses of the vessels. 
They are proved to us, in a detailed statement, 
sworn to by the secretary of the company, who 
says he has no interest in it. The wages of the 
crew amount to $8,845 64 per trip. Fuel is 
$8,612 28 per trip. The ordinary expense of pas- 
sengers’ provisions, port charges, and so forth, are 
$12,762 73. These three items alone constitute 
what may properly be called, the running ex- 
penses of the vessel; and they amount to $30,220 65. 
The average receipts per voyage, from passen- 
gers and freight, amount to $29,036 85, thus leav- 
ing an average on twenty-six trips of $1,183 80 
lost on each trip, irrespective of what they receive 
from the Government—irrespective of the twenty- 
five per cent. which Mr. Williams says is required. 
‘The capital employed is about $3,000,000 in round 
numbers; twenty-five per cent. on that would 
amount to $750,000. Add thatto the $1,183 50 
for each of the twenty-six trips, which amouats to 
$30,778 80, and you have $780,778 80 as the sum 
which an intelligent, thoroughly-informed, and 
practical man, says is necessary to enable any line 
of steamers to do a fair business; and on this but 
six per cent. profit, mere legal interest, is allowed. 

It must be remembered, too, that he was stating 
the expenditure for a company running their 
steamers between Dublin and Liverpool, where 
they were not exposed to thedangers of a voyage 
across the Atlantic, and therefore did not require 
the same allowance for wear and tear, Caleu- 
lating from this, and the estimate approximates 
within two anda half per cent. with the amount, 
which it is proved under oath here, that this Col- 
lins line have actually expended. Is it not then 
corroborative of their statement? 

I will go further. I will take the other items in 
order to show what is necessary. The manager 
of the Dublin Steam Packet Company estimates 
from eight to ten per cent. for the purpose of keep- 
ing the vessels in running order. He allows five 
per cent. insurance. In this country, it is six per 
cent. Adding the ten per cent. to six per cent., 
we have sixteen percent. Then allowing six per 
cent. for profit—either as profit or interest, which- 
ever you choose—and we have twenty-two per 
cent. Then comes the other item of deficiency; 
that is to say, five per cent. renovation. That 
makes twenty-seven per cent. on the cost of the 
vessel independent of the running expenses, Add 
the twenty-seven per cent. to the running expenses, 
and you reach the full amount which these parties 
say they must have in order to enable them to sus- 
tain this line. Is not this corroborative testimony 
of the highest kind? It is given by a man famil- 
iar with steam operations—with the conduct of 
business of this kind. Itis given without relation 
to this appropriation; and he proves to you the 
average amount which must be earned, over and 
above the running expenses. That average amount 
shows that these contractors must have hitherto 
sustained a heavy loss compared with their re- 
ceipts from all sources; and that the sum now asked 
for is not more in addition to what they now re- 
ceive than is equivalent to give them barely six 
per cent. interest on their money invested. I[say, 
then, that the Senator’s own evidence is strongly 
corroborative of the propriety of making this ap- 
propriation, 

But there is an amendment which has been 

assed by the Senate which prevents the possibil- 
ity of anything like an exaggerated appropriation. 
By that amendment, you authorize Congress, at 
their discretion, to withdraw this increased allow- 
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ance at any time after December, 1854. If the | 
| Senate desire to investigate the future reeeipts of 


the line, they have the right to order it to be done. |) 


If you find the compensation to be too great in the 
next two years, ron have the power to withdraw 

The power to determine the allow- 
ance includes the power to reduce it; and surely, 


dollars, there is no possible risk that these parties 
can remunerate themselves for that loss within 
this brief period of time. The amount of their 


loss I trust Congress are not unwilling should be || 


returned, as that would be but just and equitable, 


your policy. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky urges 
what seems a strange argumentagainst this appro- 
priation, 
a cent. is a large bonus to grant to thiscompany. 

e tells you what they now get—¢385,000 a 


| year—exceeds twelve per cent. on the capital in- 


vested. He tells you that the proposed allowance 
will pay their capital back in four years, and that 


| with the loss already sustained of haifa million of | 


|| ing June 30th, 1851. 
| the net receipts over and above the cost of trans- 
He tells you that this twelve and a half | 
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But it has been said, that it has been the prac- 
tice to make the revenues of the land service pa 
the cost of transportation. This may be true. [t 





_ may be the practice as regards the whole Union; 


| the States of Virginia, Nort 


but what is the result as regards States? Perhaps 
some Senators may learn something of a lesson of 
liberality from inspecting that. J find, in Execu- 
tive Document number 2, page 488, that, taking 

Carolina, South Car- 


olina, Georgia, Florida, Illinois, Mississippi, 'Ten- 
' nessee, Alabama, Missouri, Arkansas, and Texas, 


the amount of the cost of the transportation of the 


| mail in these twelve States, over and above the 
even if you subsequently determine to abandon |) 


net revenues of the Department from the postage 
received in them, was $527,563 for the year end- 
In the State of New York, 


portation, were $609,007. In my own little State 
of Delaware, the receipts are double the cost of 
transportation; and the excess is absorbed, and 


| more than absorbed, in the cost beyond receipts 


_ of the transportation of the mail in the State of 


paying back the capital of a company in four || 


| years is a thing unheard-of in this country. If | 


the honorable Senator will take the trouble to look 


} 


into the contracts of the Post Office Department, | 


| I think he-will find that the ratio of allowance is 


not dependent upon the amount of capital invested 
in the performance of the service, but the annual 
expense incurred by the contractor in the perform- 
ance of his contract. And it must beso. Take 
the case of horse-service. 


$125 to $150. 


A horse will cost from | 
His keep, and the services of a | 


driver, of necessity amount to more than the cap- | 


ital invested in the purchase of the horse. 
is the result? 
one hundred or two hundred per cent. on the 
amount of capital. Then, what is the argument 
of the honorable Senator worth? How can he 
object to giving $858,000 year to this company, be- 
cause it is one fourth of the capital that is embarked 
in the enterprise? The amount to be paid under the 


contract depends on the annual expenditure far | 


more than it does upon the capital invested in the 
undertaking. You may take your post-coach sys- 
tem, and you will find the same principle there. 
You will find the amount paid fbr carrying the 
mail is from thirty to fifty per cent. upon the cap- 
ital invested hy the contractor in carrying out his 
contract. I derive this information from the Post 
Office Department. They have no accurate state- 
ment of the matter; but they said that there eould 
be no doubt about the fact that the rate paid for 
carrying the mails in post-coaches was from thirty 
to fifty per cent. upon the capital. The inference 


is irresistible, if the honorable Senator will only | 


give toit an unprejudiced consideration; and there- 
fore his argument falls entirely without weight as 
opposed to this grant, if there should be no other 
objection to it. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia has made 
an estimate of the postages in this case, with a 
view to show how great the loss would be to the 
Government, in the future. I concede, frankly, 


What | 
Your contract would be more than | 


that I have not been able to come to the conclusion | 


which has been arrived at by some of those hon- 
orable Senators who, in common with me, support 
this amendment, that it is probable that the re- 
ceipts from postages will repay you the outlay 
do not believe 
they will. It is more than probable, from the best 


the Cunard line, and that the amount of your re- 


ceipts, taking the average for the remaining eight || 


years, will probably reach $500,000 a year. If 
you would improve your laws in reference to the 
transportation of letters on board sea-going ves- 
sels; if you would render them more stringent, 
and have them more efficiently enforced, as regards 


the illicit transportation of letters, to the exclusion | 
| of their transportion in the mail, then | think it | 
| not improbable that the future receipts of this line | 
/ might repay the sam which is now asked. But, 
| in the absence of that, without any supposition 


that any such legislation will be effected, I admit, 
upon any estimate that [ can make, I do not sup- 
pose the receipts will go beyond $500,000 a year. 
This would leave a deficiency of $358,000 a year, 
to be paid out of the Treasury. Then I would 


ask the Senate, is this too much to grant to a line | 


which connects the great center of our own com- 
meree with the most important commercial point 
in Europe? 








| State combined, will, in general, 








the honorable Senator from Tennessee, which 
amounts to nearly $10,000. 

I do not state this in any captious spirit, or as 
a matter of complaint, I do not state it because [ 
suppose a single Senator would desire to curtail 
the service in the different States of the Union, 
in proportion to the amount of the receipts of the 
post office within their borders, though I think 
such an argument might be quite as justly urged, 
as any argument which can i urged against the 
grant to this line, because it happens, from the 
locality of New York, as the center of your com- 
merce, to be established there. [ submit to the 
Senate, when your practice as a whole does not 
apply to your practice as regards the States sever- 
ally, that if you expend $527,000 more than you 
receive to afford the advantages of mail facilities 
to the people of the twelve States | have mentioned, 


| you have the same reason, when mail facilities are 


essential to the commerce of your whole Union, 
two thirds of which is concentrated at New York, 
to afford the requisite mail facilities for that com- 
merce, at a cost of $385,000, or even $500,000, a 
year, above the amount of postages. ‘There is no 
reason that can be given for affording the interior 
ee for mail communication in the one case, 
that does not in principle obtain just as strongly 
as regards the facility which ought to be afforded 
to your foreign commerce in the other. 

It is needless for me to go over the different 
States, in order to repeat the separate deficiencies. 
I have given the names of the States where the 
receipts for postage do not equal the amount ex- 


| pended. Some of those honorable Senators who 


are opposed to this appropriation, may perhaps 
find, upon looking over the lal; that the people of 
the rest of the United States are paying an excess 
of postages, which is appropriated to the trans- 
porason of the mails in the States in which they 
reside. 

Mr. HUNTER. The case which the honor- 
able Senator from Delaware suggests, is not a 
parallel one. When I write a letter from Virginia 
to my correspondent in New York, is it supposed 
that | pay or do not pay the postage upon a letter 
which I write upon my own business? You can- 
not ascertain who pays the postage, by taking the 
receipts at any one post office. All you can do is, 


| to take the general results. Besides, here we have 
from | est || been paying more than the post office returns, be- 
estimate that [ can make, that you will divide with || 


cause we have been keeping up mail steamers, the 
money for which comes out of the general Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not think the answer 
sufficient; but I do not object tothis mode of allow- 
ance, because I think that mail facilities should be 
granted to every State, whether the amount re- 
ceived from pamagee meets the cost of transporta- 
tion or not. But I do not think there is any force 
in the case put by the honorable Senator. He 
writes to New York, and pays the postage; and 
he wants to know how we can tell where the post- 
age is paid. [| think that the amount of the cor- 
respondence of a State is fairly indicated by the 
amount of postages paid in the State. 1 think the 
enterprise, and business, and pepsiedos of a 

e in proportion 
to the postage received within the State. 

Mr. President, I have now, imperfectly IT am 
aware, developed to the Senate the views which 
strike my-mind in reference to thisquestion. My 
only regret is that it has not been within the limits 
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of my capacity to urge them with greater force. 
If that capacity had equaled the strength of my | 
convictions, I could have left no doubt as to the || 
propriety of this amendment. 1 am personally 
unacquainted with Mr. Collins. 1 believe I saw 
him once on the deck of the Atlantic; but I | 
should not know him again if we met. His per- 
sonal interests weigh not with mein any view 
which I have taken of this appropriation; nor have 
I had any regard to the peculiar interests of the 
city of New York in advocating it. I consider it | 
a national question, in which not only the reputa- 
tion and pride, but the commercial prosperity of 
this country is involved. With these interests at 
stake, I am not willing to count closely the cost 
necessary to sustain this line. The necessary re- 
sult, it’ you refuse this appropriation, will be the 
abandonment of the line. Its abandonment yields 
to Great Britain the entire postal service between | 
England and America certainly, and between a | 
great part of the continent of eee and Amer- 
ica; for if this line goes down, your other lines of 
ocean steamers must follow it. Its abandonment 
yields to her the entire transportation of passen- | 
gers, exeept emigrants. It yields to her a tax | 
upon American industry and upon American prop- | 
erty, in the shape of freight upon light and costly | 
goods. With success just achieved, | am not 
willing to surrender this prize to the English Gov- | 
ernment, to which they attach so much import- 
ance, and which, having embarked in the contest, | 
we are just on the eve of dividing with them. 

I bear no hostility toward England, peculiarly; 
but whenever I find that the honor, the reputation, | 
the pride of character of my country is con- | 
cerned, or her interests, | would assert them with- | 
out regard to cost, and the more certainly against 
a haughty and overbearing power like England, || 
than against a feebler State. Sir, withdraw this | 
appropriation, let this line be abandoned, and can | 
you tell me that it will not pass into the hands of 
a foreign Government? That it will not pass into | 
the hands of yourcommercial rivals? What would | 
be the feelings of Senators who now oppose this | 
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|| to swell up these appropriations. 


our coast, for the purchase of vessels captured on 
Lake Erie, are ail subjects which have been ap- 
propriated for under the denomination of ** naval 
appropriations,’’ and have tended year after year 
The swelling 
them up has done more to place the Navy improp- 


' erly before the country than anything which has 


ever occurred to it. 

I perceive that the estimates for the year ending 
June 30, 1853, framed by the Navy Department, 
are $8,540,693. ‘The bill which has been reported 
by the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives cuts that amount down 
$1,835,226; thus reducing the appropriations to 
$6,705,467. ‘This service, which carried us so 
gloriously through the war of 1812; which, as was 
remarked by the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan, (Mr. Cass,] was the first to wrest from 
Great Britain the wand of naval supremacy—this 
service, which has been dear to the country ever 
since 1812—it is quite common now to assail in 
both Houses of Congress, as useless and expen- 
sive. We have heard within these Halls withia a 
few days past an expression of opinion that our 
naval vessels should be withdrawn from our for- 
eign stations, and that steam lines should be mul- 
tiplied in their places. As a reason for so doing, 
appeals were made in regard to these annual ex- 
orbitant expenditures, nominally for the Navy, 
but which really would be appropriated for their 
purposes if no Navy existed. 

lt is the opinion of the Naval Committee, after 
full investigation, and | believe it is the opinion of 
every man who has the good of the Navy at heart, 
that these appropriations should be called by their 
right names; and that if this amendment shal] pass 
—if we are to spend $2,000,000 for the transport- 
ation of the mails on the high seas, under the belief 
that the vessels thus transporting them may be 
converted into war steamers, we should not call 
the money so expended a ** naval appropriation.”’ 
W here is the propriety of ealling them naval ap- 
propriations, until the vessels shall have been trans- 
ferred tothe Navy? It must be remembered, wo, | 


appropriation, if, at a future day, in the contin- || that before the transfer can be called for, these 


gency of war, these derided vessels should make 


their appearance on your coast with the British || 


flag flying at their foremast, and aid in the devas- 
tation of your country and the destruction of your | 
commerce? Such a thing is entirely within the 
range, not of imagination, but, I may say, within 
the range of probability. If you determine that 
you will abandon this line, you compel the sale of | 
these magnificent steamers, which have been built | 
at so much cost, in pursuance of the policy indi- 
cated in your act of 1847, and you know not to 
whom that sale will be made. It is from these 
feelings, and because the deliberate result of my | 
own judgment on this appropriation is, that it is 
a national matter, in which the national interests, | 
national honor, national pride, and national repu- 
tation are deeply concerned, I am unwilling, for 
the sake of $300,000 or $500,000, or for any cost, | 
even though it reach millions, to sacrifice them, | 
and give the ascendency in this contest to Great | 
Britain. Admitting the amount to be requisite, | 
and mat ae ya of relief in accordance with a wise | 


policy, shall vote for the amendment as reported 
the committee. 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I desire now 
to renew the amendment which | suggested on Fri- 
day last. Itis to add to the amendment of the | 
committee, as it now stands, the following: 

Provided, That the contract for the transportation of the 
said mail be, and the same is hereby, transferred from the 
Navy to the Post Office Department. 

I will briefly explain my object in offering this 
amendment. The Senate Committee on Naval 
Affairs, I believe, is unanimous in its reeommenda- 
tion that this transfer shal! take place, and that for 
the obvious reason that year after year an immense 
sum of money is appropriated for various objects 
in the naval appropriation bill, which would have | 
been thus appropriated if no Navy actually ex- 
isted. I do not desire to detain the Senate long, 
but I will advert to some of those objects, and | 
will say here, that appropriations for books and 
maps for hydrographical offices, appropriations 


steamers may have been entirely annihilated, or 
may have become unfit for service. ‘This cannot 
be considered a naval appropriation until the Navy 
can have something to do with these ships. | 
must insist, therefore, upon this amendment, pro- 
viding for the transfer of the contract for the trans- 


|, portation of the mails from New York to Liverpool 


from the Navy Department to the Post Office De- 
partment. 
Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, | wish merely | 

to make a brief statement to the honorable Senator 
| from Florida, and not to discuss this matter. What 
is said by the honorable Senator is strictly correct. 
The Committee on Naval Affairs were unani- 
mously of the opinion that this contract should 


|| be transferred to the Post Office Department, and 
| it was as the agent and under the direction of that 


committee, that I had prepared an amendment 
which I| offered a day or two ago for that purpose. 
That amendment | withdrew in deference to my 
| friend at the head of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, in order to give him an 
opportunity of presenting an amendment which 
was adopted by the Senate the last time this sub- 
ject was under consideration. I wish to say now 
| that I hope the Senator from Florida will withdraw 
the proposed amendment to the amendment; for 
| although | agree with him, as every member of 
| the Naval Committee did, in the propriety of the 
, transfer, I look upon it as a matter of secondary 
| importance to the adoption of the amendment. 1 
| hope, therefore, that the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance will not be embarrassed with it. 
If it shall be thought by Senators to be a proper 
| proceeding to make this transfer, it can be just as 
well done in one of the general appropriation bills 
as upon thisamendment. I hope the Senator from 
Florida will withdraw the amendment for the rea- 
sons which induced me to withdraw it, that it is 
likely to produce embarrassment and difficulty. 
On motion the Senate adjourned. 
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for meteorological observations, the testing of 
magnetic power, the preparation and publication | 
of a nautical almanac, the removal of the wreck | 
of the steamer Missouri, the annual appropria- | 
tions for steam mail lines, for the suppression of | 


the slave trade, for the survey of certain bays on 


|| Mr. MeMULLIN. 


Monpar, May 10, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 
| The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


I move that the rules be 


Prayer 


GLOBE. 
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| suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, upon the special order. 


PURCHASE OF MOUNT VERNON. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. MceMv tty] will allow me to intro- 
duce a resolution merely to have it referred. It 
will not take one minute. It is a courtesy which 
I have not asked before, and I am sure that when 
the gentleman knows the object of the resolution, 
he will agree to it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will withdraw the mo- 
tion for a moment, but itis of impertance that 
we should dispose of this special order. 

Mr. CULLOM. lask the consent of the House 
to introduce the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s table. 

The resolution was then read for infermation, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
grounds be instructed to inquire into the expedieney of pur 
chasing, forthe public use, Mount Vernon, the last resi- 
dence of George Washington, and the resting place of his 
remains; and, also, at what price the same can be purehased, 
for that purpose, and as to what national use it can with 
most propriety be dedicated; and that they report by bill or 
otherwise. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I object to its introduction, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, to allow me to introduce the 
resolution, 

Mr. MeMULLIN. having been 
made to the introduction of the resolution, | hope 
the gentleman [Mr. Cuntom] will excuse me for 
now urging my motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Letit be referred. It can do 
no mischief. The committee will have a right to 


Objection 


| report according to the propriety of the thing, after 


they shall have examined the matter. l ask that 


| it may be referred. 


Mr. AVERETT. [| object. 

Mr. FOWLER, I merely wish to make an 
inquiry. If the House do not sustain this motion 
to go into committee upon the special order, what 
will be the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER. The business in order will 
be petitions from the State of Maine. ‘That is the 
business in order in the morning. 

The question now being on the motion of Mr. 





Mr. COBB demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Jounson, of Arkansas, and 


| Srepuens, of Georgia, were appointed. 


The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 68, noes 45; no quorum voting. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1 move a call 
of the House. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules and go into 
committee. 

TheSPEAKER. Upon a division of the House, 
no quorum voting, strictly speaking, no motion 
can be in order except a motion fora cull of the 
House, or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. STEPHENS. [ask forthe yeas and nays 
upon the motion fora call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were--- 
yeas 37, nays 12, 

So the House refused to order a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole upon the special order, and upon that mo- 
tion tellers have been ordered. The tellers, Messrs. 
Srepuens, of Georgia, and Jounson, of Arkansas, 
will again resume their places. 

The tellers accordingly resuming their places, 
the question was taken, and the tellers reported—- 
ayes 91, noes not counted. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
| upon the special order, (Mr. Hissarp in the 
| chair. 

The business first in or- 
der, is the consideration of House-bill No. 7, for 
| the promotion of agriculture, commerce, and man- 
ufactures, &c. The question before the committee 
| isupon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Parker] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from lowa, |Mr. Sane The 
gentleman from Iowa moved to amend the first 
section, in the tenth line, by striking out the words, 
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‘* free of cost’’ and inserting the words, ** at a 
cents per acre. The gentleman from India 

{i Mr. Parxer| moved to amend that amendment, 
by s triking out the word ** fifty,”’ and inserting the 
word ** twenty-five.”’ The question now is upon 
the adoption of the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment oflered by Mr. Ciark«, and it was nota 
to. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. If 
amendmment to the first section of the 
bill, the question recurs on 
the first section, submitted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, |Mr. Jonnson.]} 

Mr.CLARK. I moveto strike out 
first section the words * free of cost,’ 


the words, ‘‘and holdthe same 


rreed 
there be no further 
original 


the suvsatitute for 


from the 
"and to ly wer 
as a preémpt ion for 
the term of three years, according to the preemp- 
tion laws now in force, except as to the time 
which the preémption has to run.”’ 

Mr. CLARK. I stated the other day that I 
had some conststutional difficulty in reference to 
this section. I did not say that my mind was 
positively made up upon these questions. I shall 
be happy to receive light upon them, and that the 
difficulties should be removed, if 
able to doit. ‘The gentleman 
me, [Mr. Carrrer,] said 
difficulty was all gammon. 
hazardous e Xpression. 
but ] do 
The gentleman 
sits furthest 
no gentleman 


gentlemen are 
from Ohio, near 
that this constitutional 

Now, that is a very 
There may be game in it, 
any constitutional light in it. 
from Ohio, {Mr. Disney,] who 
from me, was very confident that 

need entertain any constitutional! 
scruples upon the subject. Hess aid the y looked 
everywhere for light but in the Constitution itself, 
and commenced a search there for the authority 
which was ipate all doubt; but not finding 
it, he said he had confounded the original resolu- 
iion on whic territory was made to 
the United States with the Constitution itself; but 
that it was equally strong In one instance as the 
other—meaning, as he said, the resolution of Con- 
gress of 1780, the language of which was, * to 
ttled.’’ 

from Mississippi, also, [Mr. 
F'REEMAN,| alluding to the same resolution, stated 
that cotemporaneous history, of the same nature 
with the Constitution, were in part mate 
that they must be construed together. 
title to the public lands 
Constitution, but from the resolutions of the C 
gress of the Confederation, and the grants of the 
several States based But if we admit 
the statements made as true in their whole extent, 
they apply only which were then 
proposed to from particular States, 
and conveyed to the United States. The proposi- 
tion involves no question of the manner in which 
the public lands shall be administered. The ques- 
tion was as to detaching vast amounts of lands 
from particular States, and giving them to the 
United States for the purpose of being converted 
into separate those particular 
States trom overriding, in a political point of view 
the smaller State What position would the 
State of Virginia occupy in this regard as to her 
compeers did | the political power of 
the States northwest of the Ohio in addition to her 
own? Why, would be the fat kine of 
Egypt, which swallowed up the lean kine. What 
would the erro of Georgia be in point of po- 
litical power did she wield that of Alabama and 
Mississiy addition to her own? The object 
was to build up separate independent States, so as 
to divide equally the political pawer; and there wa: 
» of the manner in which the pub- 

lands s vould be administered, 

Will gentlemen undertake to say that the 
lution of 1780 referred to those lands which have 
been acquired since the di mation by Mississippi 
and Georgia to the United States ? Will they un- 
dertake to say that the sentiments therein con 
tained apply to those immense tracts of land whic h 
have been purchased and paid for out of the gen- 
eral Treasury? Will they undertake to say that 
the doctrines they have st: arted apply to the Lou- 
isiana purchase, to the Florida purchase, and to the 
purchase on the Pacific? [ should like to hear gen- 
tlemen upen this point. T should like to hear them 
prove, if they are able, that this doctrine, which 
they brought before this House the other day, in- | 
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—_ these purchases—if they. were purchases 
for the same purpose for which grants were ceded 
from the States of Virginia and Georgia ? 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. AVERETT. I avail myself of this occa- 
sion to reply to the arguments of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Diswey,) made the other day 
upon the constitutional power of Congress over 
the public or He said, with an air of great 
confidence, that, if he had the physical strength, 
he could, even in a five minutes’ speech, ¢ 
any man, 
de mption, 
Forthwith, 


-onvince 
whose mind was not biased beyond re- 
of the constitutionality of this measure. 

the gentleman went on to quote the 
Constitution, as he said; but the very first sen- 
tence that he quoted wasa quotation not to be 
found in the Constitution itself. 

Sir, it seems to me as clear as a sunbeam, that 
this bill is at war with the Constitution, with the 
equal rights of our people, and abounds in bad 
fuith towards the old States. 

“The Congress shall have power to dispose o! 
all needful rules and regulations respecting, the territory or 


othe pro} verty belonging [not to Congress, but] to the United 
States.’ 


, and make 


It is that clause that gives Congress power to 
dispose of the public lands. The United States, 
then, held no cerviey except such as had been 
ceded by the old States. Upon what terms did 
the United States hold that territory? Why, sir, 
under t and obligation that it 
should be appropriated to defray the expenses of 
this Government; to aid the States to defr: ry the 
expenses of this Government, in proportion to the 
charges upon them respectively, and * for no other 
purpose whatsoever.’’ ‘That was the solemn ob- 
livation which had been entered into before the 
formation of the Constitution;-and if the gentle- 
man means to say that the power to pass this bill, 
or any similar bill, to divert these lands from those 
purposes is given in the Constitution, he means to 
charge the framers of that instrument with repu- 
diating a solemn contract which had been entered 
into at the instigation of the Federal Government. 
The practice of the Government, for fifty-odd 
years, has conformed to this obligation, and 
proves that I have truly interpreted the Constitu- 
tion; indeed, there can be no doubt about it. Un- 
less the gentleman means to say that the framers 
of the Constitution meant to repudiate that obli- 
ration, it seems to me he is bound to admit that 
the power to divert the lands from these purposes 
is not given to Congress by the Constitution. It 
cannot be denied, that power over the public do- 
main was meant to apply to the public domain 
then in the possession of the Government, which 
had been acquired from the old States, under the 
express stipulations just mentioned. ‘Those stip- 
ulations give us the true interpretation of the Con- 
stitution indubitably. The Government, I repeat, 
had no other lands, and held them under this ob- 
ligation; and I repeat that the practice, for more 
than fifty years, has conformed to it; and it proves 
that this was hat the framers of the Constitution 
meant, in theclause which I have quoted, the only 
clause giving Congress power over the pab lie do- 
main. I say, then, to divert these lands from pur- 
poses specified in the deeds of cession made by 
the old Stat es is usurpation, say what you may 
about precedents. I look to the Constitution 
itself, and | defy gentlemen to show the power to 
pass sucha bill as this. I will take this occasion 
to ‘metre why it is our Western friends are so 
eager to kick out of the traces, and 
our rights in the public domain. They cannot 
expect to settle our immense domain in a minute 
‘Their fathers or themselves have gone to the West 
of their own free will and accord. With what 
reason can they complain, since we have nurtured 
them in their territorial condition, yea, petted 
them, and defended them against the Indians at 
immense expense? With what reason can they 
comp lain the at the buffalo and buck are still within 
the reach of their rifles? Why is it? 
cause they wish to get somebody upon the public 
lands to tax? Yes, sir; they wish to locate peo- 
ple upon the lands to tax them! It is for 
purpose that they are striving to divest us of our 
rights. They would prefer having the power to 
tax the lands, to the gift of them. 
joint owners of them? Are not 
members of this copartnership of States? Are 
you, my Western friends, determined to repudiate 
the obligations of your fathers? Unquestionably, 
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you cannot show your power, in the Constitution, 
to do what you are aiming at; and [ proclaim here, 
if you pass this bill you not only violate the Con- 
stitution, but you desecrate the memory of your 
fathers! 

Mr. HALL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ** three’’ years and inserting 
“two.” [wish to answer the gentleman from 
Virginia, (Mr. Avererrt,} who inquires why it is 
that members of the West desire to see these lands 
taken out of the hands of the Federal Government? 
{ answer, that we do desire it. We who own 
lands in the West are taxed exorbitantly for the 
purpose of making. roads and bridges, that the 
laws may be administered over the settlers on these 
public lands. These the Federal Government own; 
and while we, the small landed proprietors of the 
new States, are subjected to these expenses, for 
the purpose of adding value to your public domain, 
you stand by, let your public domain improve by 
our expenditure, and refuse to give us a single 
cent. We have felt the evil, and have suffered 
long enough under the operation of this unjust 
system. | tell the gentleman from Virginia, that if 
he will deal equitably and fairly with all the parties 
to whom these lands belong, he will insist that 
they shall all contribute their fair share towards 
giving value to the public lands. It is, at present, 
a one-sided operation. The new States have not 
only paid the taxes, but have made roads and 
bridges, and have been at the expense of adminis- 
tering the laws to protect settlers upon your public 
lands, and we have received nothing in return for 
it. Now, we think that this thing has gone on 
long enough. You keep these lands, and specu- 
late with them off of the new States. We have 
asked you to sel] the land for what it is worth, 
but you will not do it until -we, by our expendi- 
ture, add value to it; and then when we ask for a 
fair and liberal policy, accuse us of robbing and 
plundering you of your property. 

Now, sir, | am sorry that the gentleman from 


| Virginia has left, as | wished to call upon him to 
' tell me for what object the Government of the 


United States has ever acquired territory. For 
what purpose has any Government upon the face 
of God’s earth ever acquired territory? Was it 
not solely and exclusively for the purpose of peo- 
pling it?—for the purpose of adding to the strength 
and power of the Government, and for the pur- 
pose, in that way, of adding to the greatness and 
wealth of the nation? And, sir, we have recog- 
nized that this is the only purpose for which we 
have acquired this history, because, from time to 
time, we have passed laws with reference exclu- 
sively to its settlement. We have passed pre- 
emption laws to induce people to go and live upon 
the land. Wehave established a credit system at 
one time, aud then we have established the cash 
system at another time, all the time selling theland 
at a comparatively low price, in the opinion of 
gentlemen from the old States, with a view of en- 
couraging people to go and live upon it. If we 
acquire theselands forthe purpose of peopling them, 
| ask the gentleman from Virginia, now, as [ in- 
quired the. other day, why Congress cannot, in the 
exercise of a sound discretion, pass a bill, the ob- 
ject of which is to settle the public lands? That 
is the ground upon which I rest this bill. I do 
not claim all power at the hands of Congress over 
the public domain. TI do not claim that you have 
a right to pass a distribution law, like the famous 
billof Henry Clay. Ido not claim anything of 
that kind, but I do say, having acquired this land 
for the purpose of extending ‘population and set- 
tlement, that we have a right to adopt a bill which 
has for its object, in good faith, the extension of 
our population of this territory. That is the 
ground upon which I rest this bill, and I am will- 
ing to meet-gentlemen of the old States in the de- 
fense of it. Gentlemen from the old States ought 
not to complain if the new States are a little rest- 
less under the operation of this system. The new 
States have asked you to graduate the price of the 
public lands. They have only asked you to sell 
it for what it is really worth, and this you have 
refused. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, it was not my 
purpose to say another word, but ‘that which has 
fallen from some gentlemen this morning seem to 
call for a reply. 1 feel fully the folly of attempting 
to make a constitutional argument in a five minute 
speech, nor shall I attempt it, but submit only a 








